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Submission 1001 (J oel N. Weber 11, October 13, 2011) 


I Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #779 DETAIL 


Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Stakeholder Type : 
Submission Date : 
Submission Method : 
First Name : 

Last Name : 
Professionai Titie : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Teiephone : 

Emaii : 

Emaii Subscription : 

Ceii Phone : 

Add to Maiiing List: 


Action Pending 
10/16/2011 
No 

CA Resident 
10/13/2011 
Project Email 
Joel 

N. Weber II 


225 Summer St 
3 

Somerville 

MA 

02143 

joel(a)joelweber.com 
Fresno - Bakersfield 

No 


Stakeholder 
Comments/issues : 


1001-1 


1001-2 


1001-3 


1001-4 


My comments regarding the California High Speed Train Project EIR/EIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section: 

2.0 Alternatives: 

High Speed Trains Continuing Onto Conventional Speed Alignments 

2.2.2 Vehicles, page 2-5, should explore the feasibility of using 
vehicles which can operate in both the new high speed alignment, and 
existing Amtrak corridors, such as the existing route from Anaheim to 
San Diego, the existing Wasco, Corcoran, Hanford, and Madera 
stations, 

and the existing routes from Fresno to Sacramento and Oakland 

i) meeting FRA crashworthiness standards to run along routes which 
have freight traffic at the same time of day as the passenger trains 

ii) with the ability to draw power from the overhead power lines on 
the high speed alignment to power the train, and the ability to use 

the overhead power to charge a battery system similar to that which is 
used in the Nissan Leaf, Telsa Model S, Ford Focus Electric, and/or 
Mitsubishi MiEV, with the batteries then being used to provide power 
on the conventional speed alignment where there are no overhead 
power 
lines 

Caltrain Platform Compatibility 

2.2.2 Vehicles, page 2-5, should explore whether the vehicles will be 
compatible with platforms that can also serve Caltrain, so that 
trains from the Central Valley could stop at San Francisco peninsula 
stations without the expense of separate platforms for HSR vs 
Caltrain. (Commuter trains in the Northeast Corridor are generally 
compatible with platforms used by the Acela Express, and this 
interoperability seems to help to control infrastructure costs in the 
northeast.) 

Battery Backup Power On Trains 

2.2.6 C Backup and Emergency Power Supply Sources, page 2-13, 
should 

explore whether the battery technology which is used in the Nissan 
Leaf, Telsa Model S, Ford Focus Electric, and/or Mitsubishi MiEV could 
be installed in the trains to provide higher reliability in the event 
that overhead power has to be turned off. (For example, the MBTA 
subway system seems to have a fire at least once a year that leads to 
a power shutoff ordered by the firefighters, leading to several trains 
stranded without heat or air conditioning, occasionally reaching 
temperatures that may not be safe; battery backup in each vehicle 
could enable safe temperatures to be maintained in the vehicle 
interiors, and may also facilitate moving to the next station during 
widespread blackouts.) 

Connections To Existing Wasco, Corcoran, Hanford, and Madera 
Stations 

2.3.2 Range of Potential Alternatives Considered and Findings, page 
2-17, should discuss the possibility of providing track connections to 
the existing Amtrak alignment, so that a train originating in Los 
Angeles could follow the high speed alignment to Bakersfield, and then 
could transition to the existing conventional speed alignment to stop 

at the existing Wasco, Corcoran, and Hanford stations, and then 
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1001-4 


I001-5 


1001-6 


continue to the new Fresno high speed rail station and follow the new 
high speed alignment to San Francisco. A similar connection to the 
existing Madera station should be explored, along with the possibility 
that this might be used for service to Sacramento on the existing San 
Joaquin Amtrak timetable until the new high speed alignment to 
Sacramento is built. 

Comments regarding Appendix 2-C: Operations and Service Plan 
Summary: 

Los Angeles International Airport: 

Figure 3 under Section 3.1 Horizon Year (2035), Page 2C-5, does not 
show any direct connection to Los Angeles International Airport. 

Given that the Project's justification talks about reducing demand at 
airports, I am surprised that the proposed operating plan does not 
include a one seat ride to Los Angeles International Airport, and I 
think that some trains from north of Los Angeles Union Station should 
be extended to the airport, and all of the stations south of Los 
Angeles should have hourly service to the airport as well. Even if 
the trip from Los Angeles Union Station to Los Angeles International 
Airport occurs at conventional train speeds, a one seat ride that does 
not require a transfer at Los Angeles Union Station will be 
appreciated by passengers with luggage. 

San Francisco Peninsula 

My understanding is that Transbay Terminal may not be able to 
accommodate the full number of trains per hour that will otherwise be 
able to be accommodated along the Caltrain corridor after it is 
upgraded to four tracks. 

Therefore, I think the study should explore the tradeoffs in revising 
Figure 4, on page 2C-7, so that peak period trains on the peninsula 
would be divided into two categories: 

a) Transbay Terminal trains, which would run express through the 
peninsula without stopping after Transbay Terminal, possibly skipping 
even San Jose; some of these trains would stop at stations such as 
Fresno and Bakersfield, at least one would run directly from Transbay 
Terminal to Los Angeles Union Station without stopping, and at least 
one would continue to Sacramento. 

b) Regional trains, which would stop at 4th and King, Millbrae, 

Redwood City, Palo Alto, Mountain View, and San Jose, with some also 
stopping at Gilroy. Because these trains would not be carrying 
Transbay Terminal passengers who are concerned about travel time, 
making stops at all of Redwood City, Palo Alto, and Mountain View 
instead of having to choose only one of these three may become 
practical, especially if a single side platform for each direction at 

each of these three stations can be shared between Caltrain and the 
high speed rail system, with crossovers between the express tracks and 
local tracks just beyond the platforms. 

(For destinations outside the peninsula that are in less demand, it 
may be necessary to combine the above two, possibly skipping some of 
the less popular stations on the peninsula to achieve reasonable 
travel times. In such cases, arranging the schedule to allow short 
layovers at San Jose to make the transfer on the same platform may be 
appropriate.) 

Poway / Rancho Penasquitos 


I would like to see the study comment on whether there are track 
capacity problems that would prevent hourly stops at a station near 
Poway and Rancho Penasquitos, possibly near where the tracks cross 
highway 56. Alternatively, the study could comment on how forcing 
residents of Poway and Rancho Penasquitos to drive on the highway to 
University City or Escondido to catch a train to Los Angeles is 
consistent with the Project's goal of reducing highway traffic. 

Anaheim to San Diego 

I would like to see the study comment on whether it would be possible 
to keep the existing Amtrak schedules between San Diego and 
Anaheim, 

and then have those trains continue to Transbay Terminal as high speed 
trains from Anaheim. Ideally, this would involve equipment capable of 
220 MPH operation which also meets the FRA's crashworthiness 
requirements for operation south of Anaheim, and it might involve 
adapting the battery technology in the Nissan Leaf, Tesla Model S, 

Ford Focus Electric, or Mitsubishi MiEV to the trains, to eliminate 
the need to install overhead power lines south of Anaheim. 

Joel N. Weber II 
225 Summer St #3 
Somerville MA 02143 

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes 
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1001-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-13. 

The HST trainsets will be compliant with FRA Tier III regulations that are currently under 
development. Conformance to FRA Tier III crashworthiness requirements will support 
the FIST operation on dedicated corridors (e.g., 220 mph), and Tier I operation (< 125 
mph) on corridors shared with conventional passenger equipment and freight 
rolling stock. 

Battery and hybrid technology for yard and switching locomotive applications continues 
to evolve, but there is no current technology in place or in development to support 
battery-powered high-speed trains as described in the comment. 

I001-2 

Caltrain platform compatibility is not explored in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS 
as it is not relevant to the Fresno to Bakersfield Section of the FIST project. Flowever, 
the Authority is in close coordination with Caltrain on future sections of HST, with vehicle 
compatible platforms as a top priority. 

1001-3 

There are no batteries sufficient to power the trains themselves, and heating and/or air 
conditioning concerns are not relevant to the environmental analysis of the Fresno to 
Bakersfield Section of the HST System. As discussed in Section 2.2.6 of Chapter 2, 
Alternatives, backup and emergency power supply sources are anticipated to be located 
at passenger stations and at the heavy maintenance facility and terminal layup/storage 
and maintenance facilities. 

1001-4 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-12. 


I001-5 

The full HST System is anticipated to connect to Los Angeles Union Station. At this time, 
the environmental and ridership analysis of this connection point will occur as part of the 
EIR/EIS documents for the Palmdale to Los Angeles Section and the Los Angeles to 
Anaheim Section, both of which intersect at Los Angeles Union Station. The concept of 
a one-seat ride will be analyzed and documented as part of these two projects. 

Currently, neither of these HST sections anticipates a direct connection to Los Angeles 
International Airport by high-speed train. 

1001-6 

Thank you for sharing your more detailed operational proposals, which will be forwarded 
to the teams working on service implementation and negotiations with Caltrain on the 
San Francisco Peninsula. 

1001-7 

Appendix 2-C is a conceptual operations and service plan. The Revised 2012 Business 
Plan anticipates completion and operation of Phase I of the HST System between San 
Francisco and Los Angeles/Anaheim in 2029. Phase II of the System, with rail 
extensions from Los Angeles to San Diego and from Merced to Sacramento, will be 
constructed at some time afterward. Any discussion of stations locations, schedules, 
operations, or the use of Amtrak facilities for this system would be purely speculative 
because of the large number of variables and lack of detail currently available. 
Accordingly, specific activities slated to occur as part of Phase II are not analyzed in the 
EIR/EIS. 


I001-5 

This EIR/EIS addresses the project design for the Fresno to Bakersfield Section of the 
HST System. 
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1002-1 

I002-2 


I Fresno - Bakersfield (May 2011 - July 2012) - RECORD #384 DETAIL 


Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Affiliation Type : 

Interest As : 

Submission Date : 

Submission Method : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Telephone : 

Email : 

Cell Phone : 

EIR/EIS Comment: 

Stakeholder Comments/Issues : 


Action Pending 

10/3/2011 

No 

Individual 
Individual 
9/22/2011 
Project Email 
Silas 
Nacita 


Bakersfield 

CA 

93308 

silasnacita(a)hotmail.com 


Yes 

Submission via http://www.cahighspeedrail.ca.gov/contact.aspx 


First Name: Silas 
Last Name: Nacita 

Contact Category: Bakersfield - Palmdale Interest As: CA Resident 

Organization: Bakersfield High School 

Title: 

Email Address: silasnacita@hotmail.com 
Telephone: 

City: Bakersfield 
State: CA 
County: 

Zip Code: 93308 


Message: 

The effects of the high speed rail will not only be the destruction of the two i.t. 
buildings, but of the entire school. The construction process will cause the 
removal of griffith field and will shut down the school completely. 


Griffith field is a historical site, hosting the driller football team which is the 
winningest program in California's history. In addition, the field has held 
graduations for the school since the 1930's, as well as civic ceremonys such 
as sending young men to war and commemoration of events such as the 9- 
11 tragedy. Apart from it's historical significance, Bakersfield High School has 
produced countless graduates who have gone on to help our community such 
as Kevin McCarthy and Harvey Hall. If it wasn't for Bakersfield High, Harvey 
Hall may not have been given the opportunity to take the role he has 
succeeded in over the years. I am a senior in high school. No other school in 
America has the tradition, excellence, and alumist that BHS offers. Taking 
that opportunity away from future children in and national educational system 
that is declining rapidly is not worth a fast trip through the central valley. 
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Response to Submission 1002 (Silas Nacita, September 22, 2011) 


1002-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-08. 

I002-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-CUL-01. 

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS identified Harvey Auditorium as the only building 
on the Bakersfield High School campus that meets the criteria for listing in the National 
Register of Historic Places (NRHP). The California State Historic Preservation Officer 
(SHPO) concurred with this finding in February 2012. Details are presented in the 
technical documents for the EIR/EIS; see the Historic Architectural Survey Report 
(HASR) and the Historic Property Survey Report (HPSR) (Authority and FRA 2011b, 
2011c). The SHPO also also concurred that none of the other buildings or structures on 
the Bakersfield High School campus meets the criteria for listing in the NRHP, either 
individually or as a cohesive group, as required for historic districts. Harvey Auditorium 
is also eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) and is 
considered a historical resource for the purposes of the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA). None of the other buildings on the Bakersfield High School campus are 
considered historical resources under CEQA. 
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Submission 1003 (Patricia Souza Negrete, October 12, 2011) 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 




-12-'1P02:10 RCVD 


Comment Card 
Tarjeta de Commentaries 


Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Section La Seccion de Fresno a Bokersfield del Tren de Alio 

Droft Erwironmcntal Impact Report/ Velocidod Proyecto de Informe de Impodo Ambiental/ 
Environmentol Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) Dedarodon de Impodo Ambiental (EIR/EIS) 

Publit Hearing! Audientio! PMitas 
September 2011 SeptiembreddTOII 

Please submit your completed comment card at the Ror lavor entregue su tarieta completoda al firKil de la 
erKi of the meeting, or mail to: reunidn, o envtelo por correo a la siguiente direccidn: 

Fresno fo Bakersfield DilB/itS Comment, 7701 Street, Suite BOO, Satramento, CA 95814 

The comment period is from August 15 to September El periodo de comentorio es del 15 de Agosto ai 28 
28, 2011. Gimmenls must be received etectionically, or de Septiembre del 2011. los comentorios tienen que ser 
poslmorfced, on or before September 28, 2011. recibidos electrdnicamente, o motosellados, el o antes 

del 28 deSeptiembredel 2011. 


Nome/Nombre: 
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Response to Submission 1003 (Patricia Souza Negrete, October 12, 2011) 


1003-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-04. 
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CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 




Comment Car(d 
Tarjeta 6e Commentorios 


Fresno to Bakersfield Hlgii-Spoed Thiin Sectioa Lo Secbea de Fresao e BoiarsScU del Wo do Mho 

Draft Environmental Impoct Report/ ¥ a leddod ®n>eoo de rdc r -ne oc rxoe x V-oerxo. 
Environmental Impoct Statement (EIR/EIS) Dedoroaor pe rnoo ac AnoeTO 
hMk Hearimqs A wSe mda s hiUtm 
SefrttmberTOtJ M 2$11 

Pleoso submit your completed comrr»enr co'd or ibe Por ic^ err^oje sc tanac u r- c—a: 

erxi of ifte meeting, or moil to. roirkr. o erwioia oor cor-oc = c soj 

Fresno to BakersfhU Dm FtS Commemt, 770 L Street, SmH 000, Sotmmemtm, CAfS»14 

The comment period is from August 15 to September El periodo de comenfario es del 15 de Agosto of 28 
28 , 2011 . Comments must be received electronicolly, or de Septiembre del 2011 . Los comentarios lier^en que ser 
postmorloed, on or before September 28 , 2011 . redbidos eledrPnicomenle, o motosellcxJos, el o ontes 

del 28 de Septiembre del 2011 . 

Cosi-/9A-o/o , _ 

Name/Nombre: C i iOtul ^ cU /rU^f- - 
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E-mail Address/Correo Electrdnico: I 'CLCMd - 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1004 (Patricia Negrete, October 13, 2011) 


1004-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02, FB-Response-AG-03. 

I004-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02 and FB-Response-AG-04. 

See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#5 for more information on effects on agricultural 
land from parcel severance. 
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Comment Card 
Tarjeta de Commentarios 


Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Sectien La Secddn de Fresno a BohmSeU dd Wo de Alto 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Ve loddod Proyedo de Infenne de rxxxdc V-o 
Environmental Impoct Statement (EIR/EIS) Dedorodon de Irnpoac Aroereo "ES 
Mtti< Heariogs d od feod as PmUkm 
SepfmberTOU Sepfiembrt dd 2011 

Please submit your completed comment cord ot the Por fow ertregue su tanefc esno kta x at Vet x c 
end of the meetif^g, or moil to: reunion, o env4la per correo o lo siguiarn j itmebor . 

Presne to Bakenfhld Dm/itS Commeat, 770 L Shoot, Saito 800, Socr—e e f e , CA 9S814 

The comment period is from August 15 to September El periodo de comentario es cW 15 de Agosto ol 28 
28, 2011. Comments must be received dectronically, or de Septiembre del 2011. Los comenitorios tienen que ser 
postmarked, on or before September 28, 2011. redbidos electrtSnicomcnte. o matosellodos, d o ontes 
. dd 28 de Septiembre dd 2011. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1005 (Patricia Negrete, October 13, 2011) 


1005-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-21. 

Section 3.14 of the EIR/EIS quantifies the acreage of Important Farmland that would be 
temporarily and permanently converted to non-agricultural uses. That section of the 
EIR/EIS also addresses impacts of construction noise and vibration on livestock (Impact 
AG #3), operational noise and vibration on livestock (Impacts AG #7 and AG #9), wind- 
induced effects of the FIST on agriculture (Impact AG #10), and effects of the project on 
aerial spraying (AG #11). 

The Authority understands that there are also other impacts on agricultural operations 
besides the permanent conversion of farmland. Section 3.12 of the EIR/EIS discusses 
impacts on agricultural operations that include the revising of field layouts to account for 
additional equipment turning lanes. Impacts on agricultural operations will be mitigated 
in accordance with the requirements of the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real 
Property Acquisition Policies Act and the California Relocation Assistance Act. 
Landowners will be compensated with just compensation, as determined in the appraisal 
process. If the highest and best use of the subject's larger parcel is for continued 
agricultural use (or an agricultural use in the interim), then curative work to the 
remainder will be analyzed for cost effectiveness to reconfigure and restore the 
remainder property to its most productive use. For example: the property owner could be 
compensated for productive trees that need to be removed to allow for a turn row as well 
as for removal and grading costs. 
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Submission 1006 (Patricia Negrete, October 13, 2011) 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 


Comment Card 
Tarjeta de Commentarios 


Fresno to Bakersfield Nigli«Spoed Troin Section Lo Seccion de Fresno a Bakersfield dd kren de Aha 

Draft Enviranmenlol Impact Report/ Veloddad Proyedo de Inkxme de Impacio Ambiefiial/ 
Environmental Impoct Statement (EIR/EIS) Dedarodon de Impodo Ambiental (EIR/EIS) 

PvUU Hearings AodEendos PMkas 
September 2011 SepHembre del 2011 

Please submit your completed comment cord at the Por favor entregue su tarjeta completada al final de la 
end of the meeting, or mail to: reuni6n, o enviela por correo a lo siguiente direcddn: 

Fresno to Bakenfield DltR/EIS Comment ^70 i Street, Suite 800, Sarramente, CA 95814 

The comment period is from August 15 to September El periodo de comentorio es del 15 de Agoslo al 28 
28, 2011. Comments must be received etechonicolly, or de Septiembre del 2011. Los comenlarios tienen que ser 
postmariced, on or before September 28, 2011. redbidos eledn^icamente, o malasellados, el o antes 

del 28 de Septiembre del 2011. 

Cx^~{9C , I . 

Cufr-ci-e 

partd Sid^ci- Alu^ ) ^ 

Pl(one’ ftJ^ber/Numero de Tel6fono:_ uilQ 


Name/Nombrer V~f i rtO u>_ IVi (— - ^ ^ r-uchi'i f^Uj 

O rg Q n> tetien 70 fgon « e ei 6 n ! prtcci^zt onJ i/i 


Gf\^Stoie,^p^Co^^Ciudad, Estodo, Codigo Postal : ^ 


E-mail Address/Correo Electrbnico: PilQj^r^^i€.SUSk^ iiC'H- Hd.i./. O 
(Use odditionol poges if neededAJsor pogin/is adicibnales si es necesorio] 
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/^CALIFORNIA of Transportation 

tS’SV 11 * I If 1 n *1 jl I Federal Railroad 

High-Speed Rail Authority Administration 


































California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1006 (Patricia Negrete, October 13, 2011) 


1006-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02 and FB-Response-AG-04. 


See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#5 for more information on effects on agricultural 
land from parcel severance. 


/^CALIFORNIA of Transportation 

11* I If 1 n *1 jl I Federal Railroad 

High-Speed Rail Authority Administration 
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Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1007 (Patricia Negrete, October 13, 2011) 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rati Authority 




Comment Cord 
Tarjeta de Commentarios 


ffpsiiQ III BflkersHeld High-Sgteed fhiin iHlion la Se«i^ de Iresno o iakersfidd dfd 1 ^ de Alta 

Draft EnfwiFioomenital Impact Report/ Vstoddnd Proycdo de Inibnne tie ImpQ^ Ambienlal/ 
Envfnsn mental I mpoct Statement (ElR/EtS) Dedaradort de In^jocto Ambientql (EIR/EIS) 

Publk H^rinss AutHencka PiMkas 
SepttmberlOlt SftptwmbrQfki 21 H 1 

Pisose submit yotir completed comment cotd at tfw Por lovof entregue su tqqeta oomplatedo al final de la 
end of the meetifig, or rrioil tO- reunion, o erivida por mrreo 0 lo siguiente dimcdoriiL 

Fiesao 1 o SvktinfhBid BHU/ifS foamteiit T 70 15 freel, Smramento^ CA 95 ff N 

The comment period is from August 15 to Septembef El periocfo de comentario es del 15 de Agosto d 2S 
23, 2011. Comments must be rec^^ed dectronicall/, or de Septiembre del 2011. los comentarios tienen que ser 
postmofked, on or bdote Septemb&r 28, 2011. lecibi^ ebdrinicamarite, o mcrtosdiodos, el o antes 
i 4n-ii del 28 da Septi6*’'it5rs del 2011. 

004 -/ 

Nqme/NomfaM: iV<24j'^d^ cl L -[<.1 i -. r r 

■ 0 Tganiiot>9fT/0rgantzciddn: Wcl.-.u-Oi /[AgSt - a! rr-j^j - 
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F^fenVl^^jnnbef/NL^nwro de Tetefono;_ - fjiVQ ^ 


tity, State, Zip Code/Ciudad, Estado, 

E-mail Address/Correo Electronico; J -■ 1 ] ■ c >:■ C/ ^Vl'> 

(Use additional poges if needed/Usor paginos adicidnoies si es necesorio) 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1007 (Patricia Negrete, October 13, 2011) 


1007-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-03. 

Emissions associated with construction, including construction vehicles, are analyzed in 
Section 3.3.6.3 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS. Construction-related noise 
impacts are addressed in Section 3.4.5.3 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS. 
Mitigation Measures N&V-MM#1 and N&V-MM#2 in Section 3.4.7, Mitigation Measures, 
describe mitigation measures that will be undertaken during construction of the project. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1008 (Patricia Negrete, October 13, 2011) 




CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 


Comment Car(d 
Tarjeta de Commentaries 


Fr««o to iokersfieU Higb-Speed Tran Sectioci La Soedeo de Fresao a BakersfieU dd ¥ea de Atta 

Droit Environrnefilol Impoct Rep<xt ' V e leddod Proyedo de Irifexirn cfe knpocto Ambierlal' 
Erwironmental Impoct Statement (EIR/EIS) Dedofodon de Impocto Ambienid (^BS) 

FMk Hemgs Aadi et td m PwUkm 
5etft9m»ber2011 Sepliembn dd 2011 

Please submit your completed comment cord at the Por tavor ertr egu e su lonete eo mptetod o d hnd oe lo 
end of the meeting, or moil to: reuntoa o emneta por correo o ta siguienie dtrecobr 
Fresao to Bakenfhfd DiiR. itS Commeat, 7701 Stroot, Sarto 800, Secraneirfo, CA 95874 

The comment period is from Ax>gusl 15 to September El penodo de comentario es dd 15 de Agosto d 28 
28, 2011. Comments must be received eJectronicolly, or de Septiembro dd 2011. Los comentorios Henen que ser 
postmarked, on or before September 28, 2011. redbidos electrPnicomente, o motosdlodos, el o antes 

dd 28 de SepKembre del 2011. 

Npme/Nombre; 

Orgonizotton/Organizocon; ^ m ✓ir-/ _ 

AuesQi^ck ^ f jr 

plione’fJDmber/Numero de Tetefono:_- 

Cji^^to^iip (foOS^iudod, Estodo, Cbdigo PlostQir'yOLfl dLifJtVG^. 

E-moii Address/Correo Electrdnico: aT e^/V ^ h(ryh yiatL diJL'il -ll2^— 

(Use additional pages if neededAisor poginas adicior>ales si es rtecesorio] 

aSs as. Sv y- 

hcU4~ -trdvt' i-L/ 4^dr ■ lA<XudL^~ I h - 
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_ li- tlA i, a^rTL^j:. I ii /: r r r - 

cA '■Hm Ai'Kehui / ^^^^^ - 
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/OltX<^f- /.Or- (C)»7U^\lCfU\ 

cj^ii -fe/^ A 9o dtfy /^iu^Ul ^^m6i<±=L - 

/Op-Ar C>r C' ----- 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1008 (Patricia Negrete, October 13, 2011) 


1008-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-05. 

Research on noise effects on wildlife and livestock is limited, but suggests that noise 
levels about 100 decibels (dBA) Sound Exposure Level (SEL) (the total A-weighted 
sound experienced by a receiver during a noise event, normalized to a 1-second 
interval) may cause animals to alter behavior. The FRA High-Speed Ground 
Transportation Noise and Vibration impact Assessment Manua\ (FRA 2005a) considers 
a SEL of 100 dBA the most appropriate threshold for disturbance effects on wildlife and 
livestock of all types. An animal would need to be within 100 feet of an at-grade 
guideway to experience a SEL of 100 dBA. At this time, there is no conclusive evidence 
of noise and vibration decreasing production in livestock or affecting breeding habits. 

The noise effects on insects were not included as part of the study, but the Federal 
Highway Administration states, "Honeybees will stop moving for up to twenty minutes for 
sounds between 300 and 1 kHz at intensities between 107-120 dB." The HST will not 
generate noise levels that high within that frequency range. There will be no impacts on 
pollination due to noise/vibration. The vibration criteria for HST construction are found in 
Table 3.4-2, and the vibration criteria for HST project operations are found in Table 3.4- 
6. Wells currently located adjacent to the existing BNSF tracks are subject to vibration 
levels substantially higher than the vibration levels that would be generated by HST 
operations. If the wells are not currently experiencing any of these problems under 
existing conditions, they would not be expected to experience these problems with the 
addition of HST operations. Effects of vibration due to construction activities will be 
dependent upon what type of construction activities are taking place in a given area, and 
how close those activities are to the existing pipelines. Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#2 
lists the mitigation measures for construction vibration on sensitive structures. 

See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#10 for information on the wind-induced effects. 
See Volume I, Section 3.14, for the research proposed on wind and noise effects of the 
HST operations on agricultural activities. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1009 (Patricia Negrete, October 13, 2011) 



CALIFORNIA " 

High-Speed Rail Authority 


Comment Cared 
Tarjeta de Commentarios 


Fresno to Bokersfield High-Speed Train Section Lo Seeben de Fresno o tohcrrfwM dol len do Alto 

Draft Environmental Impoct Report./ Ve loddo d Proyedo de Irdorrne de Irnpodo Artaiereo 
Environmental Impact Statement {EIR,/EIS) Dedorocior de Irnpocta Amtiiertd BR. BS 

Pobik fharimgs Modkmdas P wUk as 
Sepfemtber 20n Sepbembn del 2011 

Pteose submit your completed comment cord at the Bar favor erCregue su taoee s carnp ie e j cw 3 Vo ae c 
erfa of the meeting, or moil to: reunfarv o enviofa por oorreo o fa siguvto draeoer 
Fresno fo BukersH^td DSIH itS Comment, 770 L Street, Smto 800, Sacramento, CA 9S814 


1009-1 

I009-2 

I009-3 


The comment period is from August 15 fa September El pertodo de comenfario es del 15 de Agosta ol 28 
28, 2011. Commenb must be received dectronicolly, or de SepHembre del 2011. los comentarios Henen que ser 
postmarked, on or before September 28, 2011. ledbidos eiectn6nicarr>en1e, o motasellados, el o antes 
^ , del 28 de Septiembre del 2011. 

/frW ph cxx;i-/9c-07C> 

Nqme/Nombre: jgii-r t Q . /lAj drf b a » r! A .6^ f / ruS T" _,_, 
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f^ione’f'tumber/Numero de TefaforwiJijLJj_V 7^ - 

Zip Code/Ciudod, Estado, C6digo Posial/Vc.//» QtcLaf h4cU^ d/l- 

E-mail Address/Correo Eiectrdnico: y ~jn (-qr e' Ac L' hnir/ia / /« ^C>rri _ 

(Use odditionol pages if neededAJsor pogirros adtcidmles si es r>ecesario} 
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LAL'h Loh LcL.1^ prNe(sS^ ^uirr'rUf W / ^MrS - 

rr'.uJ)i H- uoocjj ac^r/iarid 6i pr€mu^K pnc/. /f 

x it\ Qju^rri^ir HSjj/kk jJiOti, ■ 14S^ - 

pP piPOtLK ujkick arx^iThorp 

dtChoA-h 'kj farm a viA ^ locks' j-lu loalf^ loy - 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1009 (Patricia Negrete, October 13, 2011) 


1009-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-GENERAL-04, 
FB-Response-GENERAL-21, FB-Response-LU-03. 

Individual properties and projects were analyzed per the CEQA guidelines. The level of 
detail in the environmental analysis is to “correspond to the degree of specificity involved 
in the underlying activity which is described in the EIR” (14 CCR 15146). Therefore, the 
EIR/EIS is based on the level of engineering and planning necessary to identify potential 
environmental impacts and to identify the appropriate mitigation measures. 

I009-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-SO-01, FB- 
Response-AG-02, FB-Response-AG-04, FB-Response-AG-07. 

See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#4 for information on the permanent conversion 
of agricultural land. See also Mitigation Measure AG-1 in Volume I, Section 3.14, for 
measures to preserve the total amount of prime farmland. 

I009-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-07, FB-Response-AG-02, FB- 
Response-AG-04. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1010 (Patricia Negrete, October 13, 2011) 


CALIFORNIA ^ Comment Card 

High-Speed Rail Authority Tarjeta de Commenforios 

fresno to Boltersfield Hrgh-S^eod l^atn SerBon ia Secdm tk Irvsiio a BokersfieM dd Tren do Alfa 

Dncjfl Emvironmerttai limpact Rieport/ Vdoddod Proyedo de Inibrmo de impobo Arrbienlol/ 
Enviponmenlol Impact Sfa+emervt (Eifi/ElSJ DedQn>d6n de Impado AmbienlQl (EIR/EtS| 

Puhiif Moorings AutSeodas Piibikm 
Seftfember 2011 Sepihmbre del 2011 

Ffease submit your ccwnpleted comment cord al llie fbr favor Britregue su torjelo compktoda ol find de b 
end of ibe meeting, or moH lo; rewiioa, o en^ielo psor coneo o b siguienle direcodn: 
frOMo fo BakmfietdO€Ht/£a Commen#, 770 i Street, Sifife SOO, Satrwnwtp, tA 95S14 

Tie comrrrerl period is fmm August 15 to Septerrtber El periocto de comeetafib k dd 75 de Agosto al 28 
28, 2011. Qjmments must be leceived electronbolfy, of de SapfiemUe del 2011. Los comentarios liener que set 
postmorfwdj on Of bafone Sepiernber 28, 2011. recibidos elsdninrconiente, o matoselbdos, el o onies 
j _ def 28 die Septiembre del 3011- 

_ _ ,, _. 




l^booe^t^^Irnbef/Nijmefo de TpIpWiti- ^ 


f/ C 






(liity, Zip Code/Gudod, Estodo, Cddigo Pta!6teH ;:ii'Lr^* . 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1010 (Patricia Negrete, October 13, 2011) 


1010-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02, FB-Response-AG-04, FB- 
Response-GENERAL-01, FB-Response-GENERAL-02, FB-Response-GENERAL-21. 


/^CALIFORNIA of Transportation 

11* I If 1 n *1 jl I Federal Railroad 

High-Speed Rail Authority Administration 






California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1011 (Patricia Negrete, October 13, 2011) 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 


Comment Card 
Tarjeta de Commentaries 


Fresno to Bakersfield High-Speed T^ain Sectioa La Seeden de Fresae ■ I d rrfir y dd Vee de 


Draft Envi ran mental Impact Report/ 
Erwironmental Impoct Statement (EIR/EIS) 


Vdoddod Prayecto de )riarme ix rnooa c 
Decioroctan de imooac Aroero 3R. rS 
Mtk Mearmss Ao Je maa s hMtm 
5eptemJ>er 2011 Septiembn de/2011 

Pleose submit your completed comment cord ot the Pbr fenor errvM sc tances concte o a c 3 —a oe c 
erxi of the meeting or moll ta: reunion, o er^neic oor carrec o b so.Mree dpecocr 
Fresno to BakonHold DilR. ItS Comme m t, 770 L Stroot, Smte 800, Sorrnmrmto, CA 9St14 

The comment period is from August 15 to September El periodo de comentarb es del 15 de Agosta ol 28 
28, 2011. Comments must be received electronically, or de Septiembro cW 2011. Los comentaftas ttenen que ser 
postmorked, on or before September 28. 2011. redbidos eledrbnicamente, o matasellodos, el o antes 

del 28 de SepHembre del 2011. 
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E-mail Address/Correo Electrdnico: i\ c f .ts "in U?r 4i i }( .'ni nil L ‘ Q^ti - 

(Use oddilionol poges if needed/Usar poginos odidoAelas si es necesorio) ^ 
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/^CALIFORNIA ^ of Transportation 

11* I If 1 n *1 A I Federal Railroad 

High-Speed Rail Authority Administration 





































California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1011 (Patricia Negrete, October 13, 2011) 


1011-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02 and FB-Response-AG-07. 

See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#5 for more information on effects on agricultural 
land from parcel severance. 

I011-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02 and FB-Response- 
GENERAL-04. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1012 (Patricia Negrete, October 13, 2011) 


,3 



CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 


Comment Card 
Tarjeta de Commentorios 


Fresao to Bakersfield High-Speed Tlroia SediM U Secaoa de Fresao ■ lajffrripy dd »«■ de Mo 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Vdoddod P?DMec3o de Ir i orme de mmrtr Anfadr te . 
Environmental Impact Statement {EIR/BIS} Dodofoobn de mpodo Artxrtai "SR. BS 
hrbB€ H e a rim fs k&Aemoms PwUkms 
S^mberTOII SepHtmkn 2§11 

Please submit your completed comment cord at the Bar ia>cr err a gue su tarfoo co rryteiDdo d Snd oe b 
end of the meeting, or moil to: reunior^ o ervteb por correo o b sigcMenie direcoor. 
fresao fo BakersfhU DUB, US Comuaerrt, 770 i Shoof, SmH 800, Snrramnmtn, CA 95814 


1012-1 


The comment period is from August 15 to September El penodo de comentorio es dd 15 de Agosto d 28 
28, 2011. Comments must be received electronicdly, or de Septiembre del 2011. Loe comentorioe iienen que ser 
postmorked, on or bebre September 28, 2011. recibidos eledrdnicamente, o mataseBados, el o antes 
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Response to Submission 1012 (Patricia Negrete, October 13, 2011) 


1012-1 

Refer to Standard Responses FB-Response-GENERAL-02, FB-Response-GENERAL- 
04, and FB-Response-GENERAL-10. 
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Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1013 (Patricia Negrete, October 13, 2011) 


1013-1 

Fill material for overpass structures would be excavated from permitted local borrow 
sites and transported by truck from 10 to 40 miles to the preferred alignment. 

The California Geological Survey (CGS) estimates that only about 6% of the total 
aggregate resources available have been developed in the areas they studied. The 
areas studied by the CGS include 31 regions of the state, ranging from Shasta County in 
the north to San Diego County in the south, indicating that statewide only 6% of 
potentially available aggregate resources have been developed. 

Aggregate and fill resources for the proposed HST Fresno to Bakersfield segment could 
be obtained from five of the areas studied by the CGS. These include the Fresno 
(greater Fresno-Clovis metropolitan area). North Tulare County (Visalia/Tulare Area), 
South Tulare County (Portersville area), Bakersfield (Oildale to Tehachapi), and 
Palmdale. Within these five areas, as of 2006 there were 379 million tons of permitted 
aggregate resources, not including the South Tulare County area, which was not 
reported because the information is proprietary. Of this permitted material, the proposed 
HST segment would require about 2.3 million tons, representing 0.6% (2.3 million 
tons/379 million tons permitted) of the currently permitted aggregate resources in these 
5 areas. These aggregate resources are typically mined from alluvial sources, which 
contain large amounts of soils material in addition to the aggregate material. The project 
would not rely on any one area for all its material. In response to your comment, the text 
of the Final EIR/EIS has been revised in Chapter 2, Alternatives, Section 2.8.1 and 
Section 3.9.1. 
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Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1014 (Crisanta Nelmida, October 7, 2011) 


Iloard of Dincctciis 

California High Speed Rail Auihority 
770 L SirecL Stiisc SOO 
Sacnunonto^ CA 95^14 

Re: Request for E jHension of FdR/EIS Commerii Period ■ Fresno to Bakersfield Section 

Dear Chairman and Mcmtusrs of the Board: 

We support the request of J G. Boswell Company, dated September 8,2011 , fur an 
eKicnsion of time lo review the EIR/ELS documents of at least 180 days. 


Signed: 

fName] 


[Organiialicm] 


(Ofbifn 

Dale 
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Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1014 (Crisanta Nelmida, October 7, 2011) 


1014-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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Submission 1015 (William Nelson, September 23, 2011) 


I Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #270 DETAIL 


Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Stakeholder Type : 
Submission Date : 
Submission Method : 
First Name : 

Last Name : 
Professionai Titie : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Teiephone : 

Emaii : 

Emaii Subscription : 

Ceii Phone : 

Add to Maiiing List: 


Action Pending 
9/23/2011 

CA Resident 
9/23/2011 
Website 
William 
Nelson 

Classroom instructor 
Bakersfield High School 


Bakersfield 

CA 

93301 

bnelson(g)khsd.k12.ca.us 
Fresno - Bakersfield 

Yes 


Stakehoider 
Comments/issues : 


1015-1 I 
1015-2 

1015-3 


1015-4 


1015-5 


This evening I attended the public hearing held at the Beale Library in 
Bakersfield. It was not my intention to address the panel - in fact I did not 
feel well enough informed to speak on the issue. I hoped to learn more 
about the proposed route between Fresno and Bakersfield and how they 
would impact my community, and mark my concern though my 
presence. 

I do not know if I am in favor of the high speed rail project in any form. I 
voted against the California proposition of a bond measure in support 
because I felt the state budget was already overburdened with debt. 
Although I favor cleaner air and job creation for my state I am not so 
naive to suppose that these benefits would not be without some adverse 
consequences. 

Like other controversial issues the rhetoric is so one-sided on both 
extreme that it is difficult to believe the assertions of either position to 
say nothing of trying to form a reasonable picture of what the benefits 
and liabilities of high speed rail would have on the communities it 
impacts. Will the air quality improvement as a result of removing 
automobiles from the highways be offset by the concentration of human 
activity at the rail hubs? Will the temporary construction jobs and 
permanent transit positions be enough to compensate for the loss of 
businesses devoured by the project's right of way or rendered irrelevant 
by reducing the traffic that supports them to a trickle? 

When an argument is presented without acknowledging the real 
concerns of its consequences it makes me suspicious, and even a little 
resentful of what may appear to be an attempt to manipulate my opinion 
without appealing to my reason. As interested as I am in the project it 
has been difficult to access reliable information about its planning, 
implementation and service. I cannot help but wonder if there is a 
deliberate attempt to suppress this information to avoid public outcry. 

And if there is such an effort, just how objectionable must the project be 
to warrant a cover-up? 

There may be no preventing this 'progress' from being imposed on the 
citizens of California. Hearings of the sort I attended may be merely an 
empty gesture to the public to allow us to feel we have been included in 
the planning. Some of what I heard this evening implied that fairly firm 
decisions regarding right of way have already been settled. 

This project has the potential to shatter the small town feel and charm of 
the Bakersfield downtown. Much has been done in recent years to 
restore the downtown areas former facade and modest skyline - an 
indication of how important this is to our community. It is difficult to 
imagine how the downtown could survive so intrusive an addition being 
proposed. I worry that we will not have to imagine it - that it is already a 
reality. If high speed rail must come to our downtown, I hope it can be 
accomplished with sensitivity as to preserve the town's image. 

I say 'town' because it is how we see ourselves. The size of our 
population qualifies us as a large city, but our customs and values are 
that of a small town. The good will expressed by Bakersfield citizens is 
neighborly and compassionate. We are not a people withdrawn as is 
seen in many cities our size. I am not a native of this town, but I wish I 
could make such a claim. I had never before lived among such good- 
hearted, caring people. When I came to teach at Bakersfield High 
School I immediately struck by the warmth of the community surrounding 
the campus. I discovered that I had an instant relationship with almost 
every one I met. There is hardly a family who does not have a 
connection to that school. Generations of Drillers lived some of their 
most formative years on that campus. It is clear that it is a very important 
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Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1015 (William Nelson, September 23, 2011) - Continued 


1015-5 


EIR/EIS Comment: 


part of their lives - part of their identity - and to lose it would be to 
disconnect them from their past. This evening I witnessed former and 
current Drillers so stunned by the news of the impact of this project that 
they can hardly express their feelings. 

The long history of the school, and for much of that history the only 
school in the community, is worth saving. Harvey Auditorium is not 
merely an architecturally significant building worthy of preservation, but it 
serves the community at large as well the high school. The industrial 
technology complex that is at risk of demolition houses the few 
remaining vocational and agricultural programs in the district. There is a 
very real concern that if lost they may never be replaced. That would be 
a great loss to a community that has an important agricultural tradition. 
The school's ROTC unit and archiving program are also housed in that 
complex. The latter engages students in the preservation of the school's 
and community's history. Ironically this program is cited as the source of 
many of the images included in the environmental impact report. 

Without a clear indication all of the ramifications of the introduction of 
high speed rail to Bakersfield we cannot know if it is worth the sacrifice 
of the community’s identity, but of the time of this letter I am inclined to 
think it is not. 

Sincerely, 

William T. Nelson 
Bakersfield, California 
Yes 
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Response to Submission 1015 (William Nelson, September 23, 2011) 


1015-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AQ-04. 

I015-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-03. 

For information on new job creation and the resulting impacts on the regional economy, 
see the Revised DEIR, Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #14. 

Also see Section 5.1.2 of the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report for more 
detailed information on short-term and long-term job creation (Authority and FRA 
2012g). 

I015-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-11. 

I015-4 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-05, FB-Response-GENERAL-10, 
FB-Response-GENERAL-14, FB-Response-SO-04. 

For specific information on the potential for physical deterioration in Bakersfield, see the 
Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12.5.2, and specifically. Impact 
SO #17. For information on mitigation measures, see Volume I, Section 3.12.7, and 
specifically, SO-2, SO-3, SO-4, and SO-7. 

Please refer to the Executive Summary S.11, Next Steps in the Environmental Process, 
for information about the schedule for the selection of the preferred alternative, 
publication of the Fresno to Bakersfield Section Final EIR/EIS, issuance of the FRA's 
Record of Decision and the Authority's Notice of Determination, property acquisition, 
and start of construction. 

I015-5 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-08. 
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Submission 1016 (Hannah Neufeld, October 12, 2011) 




’ ::-1 1 - . . : P : v 3 

October 10, soil 


GaUfomia Speed Ball Authority 
770 ti Street, Suite SOO 
Sacramento, GA 95814 

Be; Comments on Speed Train Fresno to 
BaAersfield Segment Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement/Environmental Impact Report 

Ladles and Gentlemen: 

Attached are my comments on the High Speed Train 
Fresno to Bakersfield Segment Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Beport. 

Thanks you for your attention to this matter. 


Commems on CaEifornia High-Speed Train: 
Fresno To Bakersfield Section 
□raft Environmental Impact Reports 
Environmental Impact statement 


Following are commenLs on the California High-Speed Train; Fresno To Bakersfield 
Section Draft Envircjnmenlal Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (*EIR") 
prepared by the California High Speed Rail Authority and the Federal Railroad 
Administration the numbered references beicw correspond with the section numbers of 
the EER): 


Agricultural Lands - Section 3.14: 

P^QB 1 14-9 “ "According to CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, the project would result in a 
significant impact on agricultural lands if it would result in the following: 

' Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance, as 
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the FMMP of the California Resources 
Agency, to a nonagri cultural use. 

* Conflict with existing :Eoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract. 

' Involve other changes m the existing envinorwment that would result in conversion of 
fermlerd to non-agricultural use because of their location or nature ' 

Comment: Having the rail go through the property Is a change in the existing 
environment and placement of the right of way would result in conversion of an 
additional 40 feel on either side for turnarounds - therefore, additional prime farmland 
would be lost because it was laken out of production due to the rail. This needs to be 
accounted for in the cumufafive Impact of toss of farmland. 


Sincerely, 

Hannah Heufeld 
15049 Root Avenue 
PO BOX 6014 
WASCO, CA 93280 


1016-2 


Psae 3J4-31 - A. Qverwew- oafsomoh- Quote from document: ‘The No Project 
Alternative would result in substantial farmland conversion to accommodate anticipated 
growth in the region that would occur without the proposed HST project. In oomparrson, 
the HST alternatives would convert farmland for construction of the project, but would 
also provide opportunities for focusing future development on land that is already 
urbanized. This could reduce the amount of farmlarid converted to urban uses to 
accommodate projected future growth, depending on future tocal land use decisions.' 
Comment: The conjecture that this "could" reduce farmland converted is not adequate 
justification. Currently, Iccat land use decisions are guided by general plans, yet 
significanl farmland is converted, Unless there is a requirement to conserve farmland, 
build higher densities, etc., development will continue in the status quo, The reasoning 
given of "providing opportunities for focusing future development on land that is already 
urbanized' is not substantiated with any factual evidence or specific Enformalion. 

Without support and backup for this statement, it can only be taken as conjecture and 
appears to be a rationalization for a desired outcome - that of building the High Speed 
Train. 
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r 


r 


■^aoe 3 14-36 - Temporary Use of Asificaftafaf Land - Related to constmclion and Ihe 
easing of acreage for 1 to 3 years: if the crop is annual, reptacament to original 
aunditton is straight forward. However, for permanent crops, the compensation in 
addition to the leasing of the ground would need to include the reptaoement of the trees 
and the loss of the profit for the 3 years that it takes for an almond tree [6 years for 
pistachios) to get back in to production. With a permanent crop, compensattan neads to 
rndude getting the orchard back in to production, and that is more costly than simply 
leasing the property. 

Psoe 3 f 4-36 - Tatte 3 14-8 - impoftanf Fafmisnd TemoorarHv Used for Proiect 

Construction - The BNSF alternative uses 856 acres, of that 495 is in the Wasoo- 
Shafter Bypass - is this ooirect? More then half the important farmland temporarily 
used for project constoiction in the Fresno to Bakersfield segment is in the Wasco- 
Shafter area? This table is confusing and needs better presentation as it does not 
make sense. 

Pace 3. U’37 - Temporary Utifitvand infrastructure interruation - This section does not 
adequately address the Fact that redesigning and retrofitting an irrigation system will 
create more than 24 hours of down tirrte. A significant number of crops are dependent 
on water and cannot withstand extended periods of lima without water, especially if 
during the heat of summer. If the HSR cuts aca'oss your land it could be virtually 
impossible to irrigate until the irrigation systems are re-established. It could affect the 
whole parcel for years. If the parcel was planted in almonds the crop would die. The 
HSR authority says Agricultural irrigation systems shall be correoted before the HSR 
construction begins. But well dnlling rigs and PGSE can be a 6 month wail. Is HSR 
going to finance the costs upfront? The farmer cannot proceed untiF rregotiation is 
completed plus the final route is determined, putting the farmer and his crops at risk. 

The costs have been underestimated. 

Page 3. 14-39 - Second full naraoraoh - Related to the San Joaquin Vallay Blueprint, 
Scenario B+: the wording here teads the reader to believe that because Scenario B+ 
included HSR, the reduced impact on farmland was created. The truth of the matter 
was that Scenario B+ increased densities, unrelated to HSR That was the sole reason 
there waa a reduction in farmland impacts and therefore incorrect to atb-lbute this to 
HSR (Holly King was at the Great Valley Center when the Blueprint was created and 
voted on, so is knowledgeable on this subject and qualified to dispute the statement in 
the EIR.) 

Section 3. 14.6- Mitioatian Measures - Page 3. 14-45 - Sequoia Riverlands Trust is the 
only laind trust working in the Fresno, Kings, Tulare and Kern areas that provides the 
service of agricultural land conservation. They were overlooked and need to be listed 
since they are Wre only local land trust working with irrigated, row and permanent crop 
land in the four counties covered by this EIR. 


1016-3 


gaoe 3 f 4-4$ - The folEov/ing statement is made: "The HST-generaled wind would rot 
I'ender agrtculturaf lands unusable for farming under any alternative. Therefore, it would 
not result in an effect." Comment: This statement only evaluates one extreme end of 
the spectrum - rendering the farmland unusable. The Impact to pollination and 
reduction of yields may not render the farmland unusable, but reduction in yields is an 
impact to a farm caused by the wind. Being less profttable is an impact. 

^aoe 3 14-46 Table - In the table it indicates that the BNSF alignment impacts 2,210 
acres or farmland. How is this calculated? There was no discussion as to how this 
was determined. In the summary the number used was 2,192. Which is it? 

Cumulative Impacts - Section 3.19 

mgge 3 fS. - 22 The report slates: "This would reduce the water demand in those 
urbanized areas because agricultural uses require more water than required by 
domestic uses." Comment: This is not a factual statement - it is not true. This 
statement is not supported with information/feseandVsdence. Residential housing 
requires 1 AF of water per household per year. Almonds use 4 acre feet of water per 
year. Therefore, an even trade would be 4 houses per acre “ and this is not a very 
dense housirtg ratio and does not support the claims that HST will have positive impacts 
on land use planning. If High Speed Rail is going to create more compact growth, and if 
it is more than 4 units per acre (which it should be), there is not going to be a water 
savings In fact, the residential use will consume more water than the agricultural use. 
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Response to Submission 1016 (Hannah Neufeld, October 12, 2011) 


1016-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02 and FB-Response-AG-04. 

See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#5 for more information on effects on agricultural 
land from parcel severance. 

I016-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-03, FB-Response-GENERAL-04, 
FB-Response-LU-03. 

Please review Volume I, Section 3.13, Station Planning, Land Use, and Development for 
a complete analysis of land use impacts. 

I016-3 

The text of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS has been updated as a result of the 
continuing project design, comments received on the Draft EIR/DEIS, and additional 
consultation with public agencies. Cumulative impacts associated with water use are 
described in Section 3.19, Cumulative Impacts, subsection Hydrology and Water 
Resources - Water Use. A detailed comparison of water usage between existing land 
uses and future land uses with the implementation of the HST is described in Appendix 
3.6-B, Water Usage Analysis Technical Memorandum. Water usage rates by land use 
type, including residential, industrial, and agricultural uses, are provided in the technical 
memorandum. 
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October 10, 2011 




Comments cm California High-Speed Train: 
Fresno To Bakersfield Section 
Draft Environmental Impact Report/ 
Environmental Impact Statement 


California High Speed Raif Authority 
770 L Street, Suite 800 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Re: Comments on High Speed Train Fresno to Bakersfield 
Segment Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement/EnvironmentaJ Impact Report 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 


Attached are my comments on the High Speed Train Fresno 
to Bakersfield Segment Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement/Environmental Impact Report. 

Thanks you for your attention to this matter 


Sincerely, 




Jim Neufeld 
382 Oleander 
Shatter, CA 93263 


1017-1 


I017-2 


1017-3 


Following are conn merits on the Celifbmia High-Speed Train: Fresno To Bakersfield 
Section Draft Environmental Irnpaot Report/Envtronmenlel Impact Statement ["EIR") 
prepared (he California High Speed Rail Authority and the Federal Railroad 
Administration the numbered references below correspond with (he section numbers of 
the EIR): 

Overall: 

Throughout the document, (he BNSF alignment is given upfront wilh the toial impacts 
for this entire segment. Then each atlemative alignment is listed It is inappropriate, 
and nol-conclusive, to compare the alternative, which is a small segment of the larger 
segment, to the entire segment. It is comparing apples and oranges. Alternatively, the 
comparESon should be between the alternative and the associated sector of the entire 
line. For example, in Wasco-Shafter area, the Bypass should be compared with the 
section from where the bypass leaves the BNSF alignment in the north to where it 
rejoins the 6NSF alignment in the south. This would be a meaningful comparison. 

Summary Section: 

Tatfe S-2 - Comparison of Impacts of HST AEignment Alternatives - Page S-25 
Agricultural Lands - AG #1' Number of acres of agricultural land converted to 
nonagricultural use. 

BNSF = 2,192 acres Wasco Bypass #5 - 2,317 acres 
This appears to be a caiculation of only the 100 ft. right of way as the loss of 
productive ag land and it is underestimated. In the report, it indicates that the 
Wasco-Shafler Bypass ts 23 miles long (the document is not consistent - in 
some places it indicates 23 miles, in Section 4 it indicates 24 miles). A 100 ft 
right of way for lhat lengih is 279 acres. It is also indicated that the number of 
acres for remnant parcels created has been included in that number. This would 
only make the 279 larger. This does not account for the prime farmland that will 
also be lost Eo accommodate Turnarounds" on either side of the right-of-^ay. 
Those turnarounds would be 40 feet on either side of the right of way and would 
convert produolive prime agrioiitural land in to bane, unproductive land. This 
wouid mean anolher233 acres of prime agricuElurai land wouid lose its producing 
capacity. 

Tabfe S-2- Page S-2d - Because each alternalive and segment is considered 
individually, the cumulative impacts of the entire loss of farmland is not taken in to 
account and is grossly understated. Cumulative impact analysis is required. Therefore, 
looking at only the Fresno to Bakersfield Segment of the statewide project does not 
allow for the assessment of cumulative impacts of prime farmland lost due to the enrtire 
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1017-4 


I017-5 


1017-6 


1017-7 


1017 - 81 
1017-91 


project, In addition, within the Fresno-Bakersfield Segment, only looking at each 
akiernative. understates the oumijlative lose of farmland, 

Table S-3 - HST Mitiastion Me^$iir&s - oaoe S-27- From page 3.14-36 - "Some 
agricultural land outside of the permanent rtghFof way would be used for consiruction 
activities such as staging areas and material laydown areas. This land would be leased 
from the landowner and used for 1 to 3 years for construction. After construction, the 
land would be restored to its original condition and returned to the owner. These 
impacts are negligible under NEPA and less than significant under CEQA because the 
land would be used temporarily and restored; the land wouEd not be permanently 
converted to a nonagriculturel use," Comment: This does not contemplate tha fact that 
many of the crops on the land they would use are permanent crops. If they take out an 
almond orchard that is 7^ leaf and is just beginning full production, “restoring the land to 
its onginal condition" would lake 7 years. See my further comment later in this 
document with same page reference. 

S.8.1 - stats “no substantial effect on energy and HSR's goal is to purchase all power 
from renewal energy sources" The EIR should validate the energy is available. Where 
will it come from? Biomass is currently undersupplied, leaving solar plus wind. PG&E 
currently gives cash payments to shut off during peak hrs. Who will get Ihe prioilly? 

HSR or agricultural pumps? The HSR authority says they will have energy because they 
will pay more. T?te EIR does not address what will happen to other users whan HSR 
takes their energy. 


TR #1: Permanent road closures 

TR-MM #1: "Access maintenance for property owners."' Quoted from Draft EIR: 
‘Maintain access for owners to property within the construction area. If a proposed road 
closure restricts current access to a property, provide alternative access via txmneotions 
to existing roadways. If adjacent road access is not available, prepare new road 
connections, If feasible. If alternative road access is not feasible, the property would be 
considered for acquisition," Comment: This does not specifically address the fact that a 
farmer would have to drive equipment lorvg distances in order to access the other side 
of his field, which was cut in two by the rail. There is not a mitigation measure to 
address the additional cost of wear, tear and labor in order to deal with this. Importance 
should be given to road closures as they will increase VMT, Increase Iractor and ag 
truck traffic. Closures will require the long way around, decreasing efficiency, There will 
be more disruption of wildlife. 

Air Quality and Global Climate Change - Section 3.3 

HSR only improves air quality at maximum ridership. Are ridership estimates reliable?? 
HSR adversely affects air quality during consfruction. 

Energy - Section 3,6 


1017-10 


1017-11 


1017-12 


1017-13 


The report indicates: “VVbere existing underground utilities such as gas, petroleum, and 
water pipelines cross the HST alignment, the utilities would be placed in a protective 
casing so that future maintenance could be acxxjmplished outside of the HST righl-qf- 
way. Commanl: In many of the permanent plantings, there is a complex set of 
mainlines, submains and manifolds buried underground to deliver water to the crop. Is 
it realistic to think that all of these pipes would be placed in protective casing? 

The report states: "The Wasco-Shafter Bypass Alternative would have a greater impact 
on petroleum and fuel pipelines than would the corresponding section of the BNSF 
Alternative. There is an active oil field east of Wasco and an oil colEection tank facility on 
a large adjacent land parcel. The Wasco-Shafler Bypass would avoid the oil storage 
tank facility; however, e number of oil wells would be displaced. The cost for well 
decommissioning and replacement would be borne by the Authority, and the effect upon 
the capacity or viability of the petroleum resource and industry extraction o.perations as 
a whole would be less than significant. The impact of this alternative would be less than 
significant. Comment: The Wasoo-Bhatter Bypass would negatively affect the mineral 
owner's future value of oil revenue, If the track goes through the middle of Ihe North 
Shatter Field, it wilt impact all mineral owners. Land encumbered by railroad tracts will 
limit the possibilities of future drill sites and future revenues from oil exploration. It wilt 
be impossible to weave through the North Shafter Field - therefore, the costs have 
been grossly underestimated. 

Page 3,6-52- Pubtic Utilities and Energy - Stated in the report: "The Wasco-Shafter 
Bypass Alternative would avoid conflicts with the City of Wasco water system but would 
conflict with one more irrtgalio'n pipeline (owned by the Shafter-Wasco Irrigation DisIricE) 
than would the BNSF Alternative. The Authority would work with the Shafter-Wasco 
Irrigation District, as well as any other irrigation districts affected by the project, te 
protect irrigation systems. Canals may be bridged or placed in pipelines beneath the 
HST right-of-way. Irrigation pipelines crossing the alignment would be buried to an 
appropriate depth to sustain the weight of the HST and placed in protective casing 
so they could be accessed from outside of the HST. Therefore, the Wasco-Shafter 
Bypass Alternative would not result in prolonged disruption of services because of the 
need for retocation of or improvements to irrigation systems. This impact would be less 
than significant. Comment: If the report is talking about irrlgaticn systems on specific 
farms there would be a significant number of irrigation lines in casings - there are 
mainlines, submainlines, manifolds - alt crossing under the rail This would be a 
maintenance nightmare. So, is this suggesting that Iftey all these lines would be 
encased? If not, the farmer would need to be compensated to redesign their irrigation 
system so there would not be a complex system under the rail line. 

Pa pe 3.g-65 - The report states: “Summer 2010 electricity reserves were estimated to 
be between 27,708 MW for 1-in-2 summer lemperaiures and 10,472 MWfor l-in-IO 
summer temperatures (Pryor et al. 2010). The projected peak demand of the HST is not 
anticipated to exceed these existing reserve armsunts. Although it is not possible to 
predict supplies for 2035, provided the planning period available and the known demand 
from the project, energy providers have sufficient information lo include the HST in their 
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demand foreoaste. The project's impact on peak electricity demand would be les& than 
significant. Comment: Farmers are encouraged and Incenlivized to reduce energy use 
during peak, and in some cases are asked to not use power during the peak times - this 
indicates a shortage exists. The EIR Oraift does not really go in to the overall state 
energy shortages that currently exist and how those will be dealt with when the system 
is further taxed in terms of energy usage. 


Agncultural Lands - Sectfon 3.14: 

Psoe 3.14-9 - “According to CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, the project would result in a 
significant impact on. agricultural larvds if it woutd result in the following: 

' Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance, as 
shown on the rnaps prepared pursuant to the FMMP of the Cairfwnia Resources 
Agency, to a nonagricultural use. 

‘ Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Wllliarnson Act contract. 

' involve other changes in the existing environment that would nesuft in conversion of 
farmEand to non-agricultural use because of their location or nature." 

Comment: Having the rail go through the property is a change in the existing 
environment and placement of the right of way would result in conversion of an 
additional 40 feet on either sidefdr turnarounds - therefore, additional prime farmland 
would be lost because it was taken out of production due to (he rail. This needs to be 
accounted for In the cumulative impact of loss of farmland. 

Page^J4z2^- "Based on tha Catifornia Department of Conservation enrollment figures 
for 2008 (DOC 2010), none of the counties have fand in agdcuKural conservation 
easements. TuEare County has an additional 686 acres of agricuEturai land protected by 
other enforceable restrictions fDOC 2010)." 

Comments: 

• These numbers need lo be updated as (here have been several agricultural 
conservation easements placed: on land in 3 of the 4 counties, In all cases, 
Department of Conservation has bean one of the funders, and in several cases, 
the Farm and Ranch Lands Program [federal funding) has been a matched 
funder, 

• ft is important to make the point that in the area of the Wasco-Shafer bypass, 
there are two easements totaling 1,043 acres south of Kimberlina Road and east 
of Shatter Road. These easements were funded using California Stale Funding 
and Federat funding to begin the establishment of a community separator 
between the Cities of Wasco and Shatter, thereby protecting the prime farmland 
in between the two cities. It is projected that the community separator will extend 
west along Kimberlina as well as involves properties south of Kimberlina to 
Merced Avenue, which is the north end of the Cily of Shaffer. This is an 
important point as the bypass would "undo" what public dollars have invested in 
as a strategy in the area to protect fanniand, 


• Easements in the four counties: 

o Howe Easement -153 acres. Kings County. Closed Sept ,2011. 

Q Schnitzler Easement - 60 acres, Fresno County and 8 acres in Tulare Co. 
closed August 26, 2011 

o Tulare County - 2 easements. Paul and Moore, totaling 100 acres, dosed 
in 2006. 

3.14-30 - WascQ-Shafter Bvoass - States there are no agricultural conservatton 
easements in the Bypass route. However, it needs to be pointed out that there are 
agricultural conservation easements in tha vicinity that were placed there in order to 
create a community separator between the cities of Wasco and Shatter. The rail would 
bifurcate that community separator. The two easements next to Shatter Rd. are the 
east anchor for the community separator which was a strategic conservatjon effort 
funded by public dollars - both state and federal. 71% communtly separator is 
envision^ to go West from the current easements, south of Kimberlina and north of 
Merced Ave. 

Page 3.14 - 42 - states again that there are no ag conservation easements. There are 
conservation easements. 

P&Q& 3,14-31 - A. Overview - Daraaraph- Quote from document; “The No Pnojeot 
Alterriaiive would result in substantial farmland conversion to accommodate anticipated 
growth in the region that ■would occur without the proposed HST projed. In comparison, 
the HST aliematives would convert farmland for construction of the project, but would 
also provide opportunities for focusing future development on land that is already 
urbanized. This could reduce the amount of farmland converted to urban uses to 
accommodate projected future growth, depending on future local land use decisions." 
Comment: The conjecture that this "could" reduce farmland converted is not adequate 
justification. Currently, local land use decisions are guided by general plans, yet 
significant farmland is converted. Unless there is a requirement to conserve farmland, 
build higher densities, etc., devetopment will continue in the status quo. The reasoning 
given of ‘providing opportunities for focusing future development on land that is already 
urbanizetf is not substantiated with any factual evidence or specific information. 

Without support and backup for this statement, it can only be taken as oonjeclure and 
appears to a rationalization for a desired outcome - that of building the High Speed 
Train. 

Page 3.14-32 - top of page - once again, statement of no ag conservation easements 
is inaccurate. 

Page 3.14. 32-33. Tabfs 3,14-5 - The numbers in the table do not correspond to the 
numbers/differences in the verbiage imimedlately preceding. The difference stated is 
108 acres, yet the table shows 533 acres of farmland related to the BNSF alternative 
and 530 related lo the Wasco-Shafler Bypass. 
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Paas 3.14-33. Table 3 14-6 - This table is misleadiag. It oompares small alternatives, 
pieces of the system, to the whole system, making the BNSF alignment look not as 
favorable. This table should compare ‘apples with apples' - for exarnple, take the 
alternative and compare it with IJTe- corresponding section of the BN$F. 

Page 3.14-36 - Temporary UsB of Aoncuffuraf Land - Related to construction and the 
leasing of acreage for 1 to 3 years: if the crop is ennual, replacement to original 
condition Is straight forward. However, Edr permanent crops, the compensation in 
addition to the leasing of the ground would need to inolude the replacement of the trees 
and the loss of the profit for the 3 years that it takes for an almond tree [6 years for 
pistachios) to gal back in to production. With a permanent crop, compensation needs to 
include getting the orchard back in to production, and that is more costly than simply 
leasing the property. 

Page 3.14-36 - Table 3.14-8 - tmoortant Farmland Temporantv Used for Protect 

Construction - The BNSF alternative uses 855 acres, of that 495 is in the Wasco- 
Shafier Bypass - is this oorrect? Mors than half the important farmland temporarily 
used for projiect construclion in the Fresno to Bakersfteld segment is in the Wasco- 
Shafler area? This table is confusing and needs better presentation as it does not 
make sense, 

Page 3. i4-37 - Temporary Utility and infrastruciore interruption - This section does not 
adequately address the fact that redesigning and retrofitting an Inigaticm system will 
create more than 24 hours of down time. A signiflcanl number of crops are dependent 
on water and cannot withstand extended periods of time without water, especially if 
during the heat of summer, if the HSR cuts across your land it could be virtually 
impossible to irrigate until the irrigation systems are re-established. It could affect the 
whole parcel for 1 -2 years. If Ihe parcel was planted in almonds the crop would die. The 
HSR authority says Agricultural irrigation systems shell be corrected before the HSR 
construction begins. But well drilling rigs and PG&E can be a 6 month wait. Is HSR 
going to finance the costs upfront? The farmer cannot proceed until negotiation is 
completed plus the final route is determined, putting the farmer and his crops at risk. 

The costs have been underestimated. 

Page 3 14-39 - Second M par&Qraoh - Related to the San Joaquin Valley Blueprint, 
Scenario 6+: the wording here leads the reader to believe that because Scenario B+ 
included HSR. the reduced impact on farmland was created The truth of the matter 
was that Scenario B+ increased densities, unrelated to HSR. That was the sole reason 
there was a reduction in farmland impacts and therefore incornectto attribute this to 
HSR. {Holly King was at the Great Valley Center when the Blueprint was created and 
voted on, so is knowledgeable on this subject and qualified to dispute the statement in 
the EIR.) 

Secffon 3.U.6 - Mitigation Measures - Pace 3.14-45 - Sequoia Rlverlands Trust is the 
only land trust working in the Fresno. Kings, Tutare and Kem areas that provides the 
service of agricultural land conservation. They were overlooked and need to be listed 


since they are the only local land trust working with irrigated, row and permanent crop 
land in the four counties covered by this EIR. 

Page 3.14-46 - The following statement is made- "The HST-generated wind would not 
render agricultural lands unusable for fanning under any alternative Therefore, it would 
not result in an effect." Comment: This statement only evaluates one extreme end of 
the spectrum - rendering the farmland unusabte. The impact to pollination and 
reduction of yields may not render the farmland unusable, but reduc^on in yields is an 
impact to a farm caused by the wind. Being less profitable is an impact. 

Psae 3. f 4-45 Table - In the table it indicates that the BNSF alignment impacts 2,210 
acres of farmland. How is this calculated? There was no discussion as to how this 
number wes determined. In the summary the number used was 2,192. Which is it? 

Cumulative Impacts - Section 3.19 

Page 3.19-22 The report stales: ‘This would reduce the water demand in those 
urbanized areas because agricultural uses require more water than required by 
domestic uses." Comment: This is not a factual statement - it is not true. This 
statement is not supported with informatioiVresearch/scienoe. Residential housing 
requires 1 AF of water per household per year. Almonds use 4 acre feet of water per 
year. Therefore, an even trade would be 4 houses per acre - and this is not a very 
dense housing ratio and does not support the claims that HST will have positive impacts 
on land use planning. If High Speed Rail is going to create more compact growth, and if 
it is more than 4 units per acre (which it should be), there is not going to be a water 
savings. In fact, the residential use will consume more water than the agrioultural use. 
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1017-1 

To present the environmental analysis as efficiently as possible, a single alignment from 
Fresno to Bakersfield was identified as an initial point of description and discussion. This 
alternative, termed the BNSF Alternative, largely parallels the Union Pacific Railroad 
(UPRR) in Fresno and the BNSF Railway throughout the rest of the alignment, except 
where it bypasses Hanford to the east. Eight other alternative alignments were carried 
through the EIR/EIS: Hanford West Bypass 1 and 2, Corcoran Elevated, Corcoran 
Bypass, Allensworth Bypass, Wasco-Shafter Bypass, Bakersfield South, and Bakersfield 
Hybrid. These alternatives, in combination with sections of the BNSF Alternative, result 
in a total of 72 possible alignments for the HST between Fresno and Bakersfield. 

Presenting the potential impacts for 72 alternatives would make the EIR/EIS unreadable. 
Therefore, the impact analyses presented by discipline in Chapter 3 of the document 
begin with a description of impacts associated with the BNSF Alternative followed by a 
description of impacts associated with each of the other alternatives. For comparison 
purposes, the impact analyses also provide a description of the difference in impacts 
between each of the eight shorter alignment alternatives and the corresponding 
segment of the BNSF Alternative. The Summary chapter in the EIR/EIS, near the front 
of the document, provides a table (Table S-2) that compares impacts among all 72 
alternatives, and the costs of each of the 72 alternatives are provided in Chapter 5.0 of 
the EIR/EIS. 

1017-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02 and FB-Response-AG-04. 

See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#5 for more information on effects on agricultural 
land from parcel severance. 

I017-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04. 

1017-4 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01. 


I017-4 

For information on the property acquisition and compensation process, see Volume II, 
Technical Appendix 3.12-A. 

I017-5 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-02. 

Management of California’s electricity infrastructure and power supply includes demand 
forecasting, which include buffer, or reserve, electricity generating capacity above 
expected peak demand that is available to call upon as needed. The EIR/EIS provides 
information about the proposed project’s energy demand in Section 3.6 Public Utilities 
and Energy, Table 3.6-18, providing information for utility providers to consider it in their 
demand forecasts. The Fresno to Bakersfield Section of the HST is estimated to require 
78 megawatts (MW) of peak demand, which is within existing reserves. The HST project 
would not require the construction of a separate power source, although it would include 
the addition and upgrade of power lines to a series of substations positioned along the 
HST corridor. Please refer to the summary of electricity requirements in Section 2.2.6, 
Traction Power Distribution, in Chapter 2, Alternatives. Section 3.6.5 C, High-speed 
Train Alternatives, discusses how the energy demand would be met. Occurrences of 
brownouts or utility policies to reduce their impact to communities would not be altered 
by the proposed project. 

I017-6 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04 and FB-Response-TR-02. 

1017-7 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-BIO-01. 

I017-8 

For reliability of ridership estimates, please Refer to Standard Response FB-Response- 
GENERAL-24. 

For air quality improvement, please note that the air quality is also improved at the 
lower-ridership levels of the higher-fare scenario in the EIR/EIS. See Volume I, Section 
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1017-8 

3.3, of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS. 

I017-9 

The ridership and revenue model was developed by a nationally recognized leader in 
forecasting, Cambridge Systematics, Inc. The ridership model is not deficient but 
"produces results that are reasonable and within expected ranges for the current 
environmental planning and business plan applications," according to a ridership and 
revenue peer review panel of leading U.S. and international experts in travel forecasting 
(Independent Peer Review Panel 2011). Also, the air quality and greenhouse gas 
analyses in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS that are related to ridership have 
been updated to reflect two ridership scenarios—one with fares at 50% of airfare prices 
and one at 83% of airfare prices—to provide a range of potential impacts. 

Although the air quality analysis has identified emission impacts from the project during 
the construction phase, these impacts will be completely offset to below a level of 
significance through the Voluntary Emission Reduction Agreement between the 
Authority and the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District. 

I017-10 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-04. 

Where existing underground water utilities cross the HST alignment, the affected utilities 
would be placed in a protective casing either relocated outside the restricted access 
areas of the HST right-of-way, or they would be modified (i.e., encased in a pipe sturdy 
enough to withstand the weight of HST System elements) to avoid the conflict. Refer to 
Section 3.6.5. 

1017-11 

Potential future revenues from oil exploration do not relate to environmental issues but 
are an economic concern. CEQA Guidelines Section 15382 states that an economic or 
social change by itself shall not be considered a significant effect on the environment. 
Section 3.6 Public Utilities and Energy of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS 
acknowledges that the Wasco-Shafter Bypass would avoid the oil storage tank facility; 


I017-11 

however, a number of oil wells would be replaced within large, existing tracts. The cost 
for well decommissioning and replacement would be borne by the Authority, and the 
effect on the capacity or viability of the petroleum resource and industry extraction 
operations relative to public utilities and energy were determined to be less than 
significant. 

1017-12 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-04. 

Where existing underground water utilities cross the HST alignment, the affected utilities 
would be placed in a protective casing either relocated outside the restricted access 
areas of the HST right-of-way, or they would be modified (i.e., encased in a pipe sturdy 
enough to withstand the weight of HST System elements) to avoid the conflict. Where it 
is not possible to avoid utilities, they would be improved (e.g., steel pipe encasement) so 
that there is no damage or impairment to the operation of these utilities from the HST 
project. Refer to Section 3.6.5. 

1017-13 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-PU&E-02. 

California’s electricity grid would power the proposed HST System. Management of 
California’s electricity infrastructure and power supply includes demand forecasting, 
which include buffer, or reserve, electricity generating capacity above expected peak 
demand that is available to call upon as needed. The Fresno to Bakersfield Section of 
the HST is estimated to require 78 megawatts (MW) of peak demand, which is within 
existing reserves. 

1017-14 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02 and FB-Response-AG-04. 

Also see Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#5, for more information on effects on 
agricultural land from parcel severance. 
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1017-15 

Please see Volume I, Section 3.14.4, as information has been updated on conservation 
easements. Information from local land trusts and the California Department of 
Conservation shows that the project crosses counties with agricultural land under 
conservation easements; however, none of that land is within a mile of any of the project 
alternatives. 

I017-16 

The text of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS has been updated as a result of the 
continuing project design, comments received on the Draft EIR/DEIS, and additional 
consultation with public agencies. Cumulative impacts associated with water use are 
described in Section 3.19, Cumulative Impacts, subsection Hydrology and Water 
Resources - Water Use. A detailed comparison of water usage between existing land 
uses and future land uses with the implementation of the HST is described in Appendix 
3.6-B, Water Usage Analysis Technical Memorandum. Water usage rates by land use 
type, including residential, industrial, and agricultural uses, are provided in the technical 
memorandum. 



U S, Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 


Page 26-42 







California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1018 (Priscilla Neufeld, October 12, 2011) 

[ojpaiH^iPl 

10-12-; 1 1;: 34 iicvo 

October 10, 2011 

Comments on California High-Speed Train: 

Fresno To Bakersfield Section 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/ 

Environmental Impact Statement 

California High Speed Rail Authority 

770 L Street, Suite 800 

Sacramento. CA 95814 

Following are comments on the California High-Speed Train; Fresno To Bakersfield 

Section Draft Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement C'EIR’) 
prepared by the California High Speed Rail Authority and the Federal Railroad 

Administration the numbered references below correspond with the section numbers of 
the EIR): 

1018-1 

Re: Comments on High Speed Train Fresno to Bakersfield 

Segment Draft Environmental Impact 

Statement/Environmental Impact Report 

Air Oualitv and Global Climate Chanae - Section 3.3 

HSR only improves air quality at maximum ridership. Are ndership estimates reliable?? 

HSR adversely affects air quality during construction. 

I018-2 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

Attached are my comments on the High Speed Train Fresno 
to Bakersfield Segment Draft Environmental Impact 

Statement/Environmental Impact Report. 

Enerav - Section 3.6 

The report indicates; "Where existing underground utilities such as gas. petroleum, and 
water pipelines cross the HST alignment, the utilities would be placed in a protective 
casing so that future maintenance could be accomplished outside of the HST right-of- 
way, Comment: In many of the permanent plantings, there is a complex set of 
mainlines, submains and manifolds buned underground to deliver water to the aop Is 
it realistic to think that all of these pipes would be placed in protective casing? 

Thanks you for your attention to this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Priscilla Neufeld 

382 Oleander 

Shafter, CA 93263 

The report states 'The Wasco-Shafter Bypass Alternative would have a greater impact 
on petroleum and fuel pipelines than would the corresponding section of the BNSF 

Alternative. There is an active oil field east of Wasco and an oil collection tank facility on 
a large adjacent land parcel. The Wasco-Shafter Bypass would avoid the oil storage 
tank facility; however, a number of oil wells would be displaced. The cost for well 
decommissioning and replacement would be borne by the Authonty. and the effect upon 
the capacity or viability of the petroleum resource and industry extraction operations as 
a whole would be less than significant. The impact of this alternative would be less than 
significant. Comment; The Wasco-Shafter Bypass would negatively affect the mineral 
owner’s future value of oil revenue. If the track goes through the middle of the North 

Shafter Field, it will impact all mineral owners Land encumbered by railroad tracts will 
limit the possibilities of future drill sites and future revenues from oil exploration. It will 
be impossible to weave through the North Shafter Field - therefore, the costs have 
been grossly underestimated. 


Pbqq 3 6-52- Public UtUities and Enerav - Stated in the report; "The Wasco-Shafter 

Bypass Alternative would avoid conflicts with the City of Wasco water system but would 
conflict with one more irrigation pipeline (owned by the Shafter-Wasco Irrigation District) 
than would the BNSF Alternative. The Authority would work with the Shafter-Wasco 

Irrigation District, as well as any other irrigation districts affected by the project, to 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1018 (Priscilla Neufeld, October 12, 2011) - Continued 


r -osc: r .gat-on systems Canals may be bridged or placed in pipelines beneath the 
-"ST "i^nt-of-way Irrigation pipelines crossing the alignment would be buried to an 
appropnate depth to sustain the weight of the HST and placed in protective casing 
so they could be accessed from outside of the HST Therefore, the Wasco-Shafter 
Bypass Alternative would not result in prolonged disruption of services because of the 
need for relocation of or improvements to irrigation systems. This impact would be less 
than significant Comment: If the report is talking about irrigation systems on specific 
farms there would be a significant number of irrigation lines in casings - there are 
mainlines, submainlines, manifolds - all crossing under the rail. This would be a 
maintenance nightmare. So, is this suggesting that they all these lines would be 
encased? If not, the farmer would need to be compensated to redesign their irrigation 
system so there would not be a complex system under the rail line 

Page 3 6-65 - The report states: “Summer 2010 electricity reserves were estimated to 
be between 27,708 MW for 1-in-2 summer temperatures and 18,472 MW for 1-in-10 
summer temperatures (Pryor et al. 2010). The projected peak demand of the HST is not 
anticipated to exceed these existing reserve amounts. Although it is not possible to 
jxedict supplies for 2035, provided the planning period available and the known demand 
from the project, energy providers have sufficient information to include the HST in their 
demand forecasts. The project's impact cxi peak electricity demand would be less than 
significant. Comment: Farmers are encouraged and incentivized to reduce energy use 
during peak, and in some cases are asked to not use power during the peak times - this 
indicates a shortage exists The EIR Draft does not really go in to the overall state 
energy shortages that currently exist and how those will be dealt with when the system 
is further taxed in terms of energy usage. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1018 (Priscilla Neufeld, October 12, 2011) 


1018-1 

For reliability of ridership estimates, please Refer to Standard Response FB-Response- 
GENERAL-24. 

The ridership and revenue model was developed by a nationally recognized leader in 
forecasting, Cambridge Systematics, Inc. The ridership model is not deficient but 
"produces results that are reasonable and within expected ranges for the current 
environmental planning and business plan applications," according to a ridership and 
revenue peer review panel of leading U.S. and international experts in travel forecasting 
(Independent Peer Review Panel 2011). In addition, the air quality and greenhouse gas 
analyses in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS that are related to ridership have 
been updated to reflect two ridership scenarios—one with fares at 50% of airfare prices 
and one at 83% of airfare prices—to provide a range of potential impacts. 

Although the air quality analysis has identified emission impacts from the project during 
the construction phase, these impacts will be completely offset to below a level of 
significance through the Voluntary Emission Reduction Agreement between the 
Authority and the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District. 

I018-2 

Potential future revenues from oil exploration do not relate to environmental issues but 
are an economic concern. CEQA Guidelines Section 15382 states that an economic or 
social change by itself shall not be considered a significant effect on the environment. 
Section 3.6 Public Utilities and Energy of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS 
acknowledges that the Wasco-Shafter Bypass would avoid the oil storage tank facility; 
however, a number of oil wells would be replaced within large, existing tracts. The cost 
for well decommissioning and replacement would be borne by the Authority, and the 
effect on the capacity or viability of the petroleum resource and industry extraction 
operations relative to public utilities and energy were determined to be less than 
significant. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1019 (Todd Neves, October 7, 2011) 


-C7‘’ 


Board of DineciOfS 

Califomip fligJi Speed Rail Authority 
770 L SirecL Suile «t)0 
Saeramcnio. CA 95St4 

R^uost for Exlcosioti of EIR/EIS Commenl Ptaiod - Fresno to Bakerslleld Section 

Dear Chainnaii and Members of the Boards 

Wc support the request of J.G. Boswcll Compaay, dated September S. 201T for an 
e:<tensioii of time lo review ihe EIR/HIS documenls of at least 1 SO days. 


Signed: 



[Name] 



[OrganiHation] 


Date 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1019 (Todd Neves, October 7, 2011) 


1019-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1020 (No Name, August 19, 2011) 


These are ihe individual data forms for each building in an HASR, 
Historic Architectural Survey Report (aka HPSR. Historic Property 

Survey Report), 

Whal we should be receiving is the entire HASR/HPSR with all 
the DPR 523 forms for Biikcrsfielcl, and in particular the complete 
set for BHS. 

Without the HASR/HPSR and the DPR 523 forms it is impossible 
to determine by what rationale JRP determined any building either 
eligible or ineligible for the National Register which is the only 
purpose for completing the survey under Section 106 of the 
Nationtil 1 Ustoric Preservation Act (NHPA). 

The Nf IPA is very specific about what has to be done to clear 
and/or condemn properties potentially to be razed undei eminent 
domain, 

The HASR/l IPSR should also include a major narrative histoiy of 
the campus based on ALL the data we supplied to JRP. 

The Draft BlR/ElS provides the briefest of summary references or 
charts, only denoting Harvey Auditorium as eligible for the NRMP, 


lp\\ 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1020 (No Name, August 19, 2011) 


1020-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-CUL-01. 

Hard-copy and/or electronic versions of the Historic Architectural Survey Report 
(HASR) and the Historic Property Survey Report (HPSR) for the Fresno to Bakersfield 
Section (Authority and FRA 2011b, 2011c) are available in Kern County at the Kern 
County Library (Beale Memorial Library and the Delano, Shatter, and Wasco branches), 
and electronic copies may be reviewed in Bakersfield at the Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. 
Community Center, the Rasmussen Center, and the Greenacres Community Center. 
Copies of the HASR and the HPSR are also available on request from the Authority. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1021 (No Name, September 22, 2011) 


1021-1 

I021-2 


I Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #245 DETAIL 

Status : Action Pending 

Record Date : 9/22/2011 


Response Requested : 
Stakeholder Type : 
Submission Date : 
Submission Method : 
First Name : 

Last Name : 
Professionai Titie : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Teiephone : 

Emaii : 

Emaii Subscription : 

Ceii Phone : 

Add to Maiiing List: 
Stakehoider 
Comments/issues : 


Other 
9/22/2011 
Website 

BHS Support Group 
School 
SAVE BHS 
Save BHS 


Bakersfield 

CA 

93304 


sidnekristian(a)gmail.conn 


No 

I Feel That The California High Speed Rail Authority Is CRAZY !!!!! 
Bakersfield High School Has Been Here For Over 100 Years , 
Bakersfield Is Named After OUR SCHOOL . We Have An Historical 
Landmark , Which Is The Harvey Aud . You Can NOT Knock Us 
Down..There Is Already A Train That Goes To Fresno Already , Why In 
The World Would You Waist Your Money And Build A NEW One And 
Also Spend Money On Knocking Down BHS ? Come On Now , Knock 
Down Independence , Mira Monte And Other New School You Build . At 
BHS We Are Family , We Stick To Our Traditions , We Love Our School 
And Support It 100 Percent..You Would BE A FOOL To Knock It Down 


- Support BHS Group 

EiR/EiS Comment : Yes 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1021 (No Name, September 22, 2011) 


1021-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-08. 

I021-2 

None of the alternative alignments in Bakersfield would knock down Bakersfield High 
School. The BNSF Alternative (Bakersfield North Alternative) would displace the high 
school's Industrial Arts Building. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1022 (No Name, October 6, 2011) 


Fresno - Bakersfield (May 2011 

-July 2012)-RECORD #460 DETAIL | 

Status : 

Action Pending 

Record Date : 

10/6/2011 

Response Requested : 

No 

Atfiliation Type : 

Individual 

Interest As : 

Individual 

Submission Date : 

10/6/2011 

Submission Method : 

Project Email 

First Name : 

No Name 

Last Name : 

No Name 

Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

CA 

Zip Code : 

Telephone : 

NA 

Email : 

Iadd3@bak.rr.com 

Cell Phone : 

EIR/EIS Comment: 

Yes 

Stakeholder Comments/Issues 

: What makes you think the HSR will be used anymore than government 
subsidized Amtrak or local Bakersfield airline flights that are always one step 
from cancelation. Not only will the HSR also have to be subsidized but we 
taxpayers will also be paying to destroy our own neighborhoods and 
businesses. 


If an HSR is built, it should have no sidelines. It should be straight up and 
down the valley with stations corresponding to highway access points. That 
way minimal damage is done to local entities and people who want to use 

HSR can drive to it and pay for it. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1022 (No Name, October 6, 2011) 


1022-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-09, FB-Response-GENERAL-10. 

As described in the Statewide Program EIR/EIS for the California Fligh-Speed Train, 
stations have been located in urban centers to maximize integration of the HST with 
other transportation and transit systems. 

1022-2 

Refer to Standard Responses FB-Response-GENERAL-02 and FB-Response- 
GENERAL-10. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1023 (Trevosa Oats, September 23, 2011) 


I Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #386 DETAIL 


Status : 

Action Pending 

Record Date : 

10/3/2011 

Response Requested : 

No 

Stakeholder Type : 

CA Resident 

Submission Date : 

9/23/2011 

Submission Method : 

Project Emaii 

First Name : 

T revosa 

Last Name : 

Oats 

Professionai Titie : 


Business/Organization : 


Address : 


Apt./Suite No. : 


City : 

Bakersfieid 

State : 

CA 

Zip Code : 

93306 

Teiephone : 


Emaii : 

treyoats@ymaii.com 

Emaii Subscription : 

Fresno - Bakersfieid 

Ceii Phone : 


Add to Maiiing List: 

Yes 


Stakeholder 
Comments/Issues : 


This comment was submitted to the wrong section 

Lisa Lanterman 
URS Pubiic Affairs 
(916) 679-2210 direct 
(916) 642-5406 ceii 

.Originai Message. 

From: support(a)pbcommentsense.com 
[maiito:support(a)pbcommentsense.com] 

Sent: Friday, September 23, 2011 12:01 PM 
To: bakersfieid_paimdaie@hsr.ca.gov 
Subject: Caiifornia High-Speed Train Comment 

Submission via http://www.cahighspeedraii.ca.gov/contact.aspx 

First Name: Trevosa 
Last Name: Oats 

Contact Category: Bakersfieid - Paimdaie interest As: Other 

Organization: student at bakersfieid high schooi 

Titie: 

Emaii Address: treyoats@ymaii.com 
Teiephone: 

City: Bakersfieid 
State: CA 

County: kern county 
Zip Code: 93306 

Message: 

Heiio im a student from bakersfieid high schooi and i recentiy iooked in 
the newspaper and seen that you are pianning on buiiding a highspeed 
train through our schooi. 

Weii i iove my schooi and i refuse for you to buiid through it. Buiid 
somewhere eise you officiaiiy picked the wrong schooi to buiid through, i 
promise you'ii never find a more dedicated and passionate schooi then 
us. We uphoid our traditions and we take pride in our schooi and for you 
to just say," oh we're going with the biue iine." and knock down our 
historicai buiidings is wrong and its very upsetting. We driiiers iove our 
schooi the oid the new and the future so i'm teiiing you now you won't be 
abie to knock us down so you can go ahead and waste time and money 
do whatever you want taik, teii peopie, whatever doesn't matter because 
you won't knock us down we aren't having it...SORRY. 

Sincereiy, 


Piease note this record is aiso saved in PBCommentSense Bakersfieid - 
Paimdaie Corridor as record #32. 

http://cahsr.pbcommentsense.com/pbcs/submission/edit.aspx?id=3413& 
projectiD=2 


EIR/EIS Comment: 


This e-maii and any attachments contain URS Corporation confidentiai 
information that may be proprietary or priviieged. if you receive this 
message in error or are not the intended recipient, you shouid not retain, 
distribute, disciose or use any of this information and you shouid destroy 
the e-maii and any attachments or copies. 

Yes 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1023 (Trevosa Oats, September 23, 2011) 


1023-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-08. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1024 (Chad Oliveira, September 20, 2011) 


SWI) 


Board of Direclars 

California Speed Rail Authority 
770 L Street, Suite SOO 
Sacrametito, CA 4 

Re: Reque^ for Extension of EIR/EIS Coimneiit Pcricxl ^ Fiesno to Bakeisficld Section 

Dear Chaknian and Meuibeis of the Board: 

We support the request of J.O. BosweU Company;, dated September S, 201 i, for an 
ejctcdtsion of time to review the ElR/ElS docoraents i " 



P'Jame] 


[Origanization] 


9 - K -Jl 


I^e 



U S, Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 


Page 26-56 










California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1024 (Chad Oliveira, September 20, 2011) 


1024-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 


/^CALIFORNIA of Transportation 
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High-Speed Rail Authority Administration 






California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1025 (Louie M. & Elsie Oliveira, September 23, 2011) 




r 


September 22f 2011 


Board of pirectors 

CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 
770 L Street, Suite 600 
Sacramento, calif* 95814-3359 


Dear Chairman and Members of the Board 

Wo cwTi an 80 acre parcel of land (assessor's 002-150-027) 
planted in producing cherry trees. 

Trees contribute to clean air and promote a healthy 
environment. Goals of CEQA and NEPA providep in part,^that 
government agencies develop, tnaintain, and enhance a high 
quality environment and promote efforts that will prevent 
or eliminate damage to the environment. 

This parcel of land does not lie within a designated 
transportation corridor, but the proposed high speed rail 
route will cross this parcel of land diagonally and eliminates 
approKimately 1,500 cherry trees. 

Have you developed standards and procedures designed to 
provide environmental protection for the residents of Kings 
County and our local Kings River residents for the loss of 
this ecco-friendly air and healthy environment that is 
provided by the trees that will be lost? 

Pursuant to the provisions of CEQA and NEPA|, I ask you to 
give us a complete and detailed explanation of how you plan 
to compensate our community for this loss to Our environment. 

Y 





Louie M. Oliveira 
Elsie Oliveira 
2033 Franklin Way 
Hanford, Calif. 93230 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1025 (Louie M. & Elsie Oliveira, September 23, 2011) 


1025-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-02 and FB-Response-SO-01. 

FIST operations would help improve long-term air quality in the San Joaquin Valley Air 
Basin by reducing vehicle miles traveled (VMT), a major source of air pollution in the 
region. Because automobiles produce a major portion of the air pollutants generated 
within the basin, reducing VMT would reduce these emissions and result in lower 
emissions than would occur under the No Project Alternative. Although removal of trees 
could result in a loss of a greenhouse gas sink, the loss will be offset by the reduction of 
greenhouse gas emissions associated with reduced VMT. Removal of trees would not 
affect criteria pollutant emissions. 

Information on the property acquisition and compensation process can be found in 
Volume II, Technical Appendix 3.12-A. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1026 (Louie M. & Elsie Oliveira, September 26, 2011) 


= 21 'CVD 


Septeiisbar 24 ^ 2011 


1026-1 


Board of Directors 

CALIFORtllA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHOR I TlT 
770 "X," Street^ Suite 800 

Sacramento, California 95814^3359 


Assessor’s parcel { 002-150-027) 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Board 

we are concerned that the Draft EIR/EIE has not adequately 
studied the impact on historical values in our land and 
the community. 

We own an SO acre parcel of land that is scheduled to be 
diagonally crossed by high speed tail. This land does not 
lie within a designated transporatlon corridor. 

This land is of significant historical value to Kings County 
because it is one of a few parcels that has remained in 
a single family ownership for over ^0 years. This virgin 
land was purchased by my family in 1928 from the persons 
who had acquired it from the original lend-grant owner in 
early northern Kings County history. 

CEQA provides, in part, that government agencies provide 
residents with historical amenities. 

I ask that the EIE/EIS affecting this parcel be revisited 
and a complete and thorough explanation be sent to us 
explaining why this parcel of land must be sacrificed to 
meet high speed rail's unexplained desire. 


Yours very^truly, 

The Oliveira Family Trust 
Louie M. Oliveira, trustee 
Elsie Oliveira, trustee 
2033 Franklin Way 
Hanford, California 93230 


/^CALIFORNIA of Transportation 

11* I If 1 n *1 jl I Federal Railroad 

High-Speed Rail Authority Administration 






California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1026 (Louie M. & Elsie Oliveira, September 26, 2011) 


1026-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-CUL-01. 

The subject property at 3504 8th Avenue (APN 002150027000) was evaluated for 
eligibility for both the National Register of Historic Places and the California Register of 
Historical Resources. The property was found to not meet the significance criteria for 
listing in either register, it is not listed in any local historical register, and it is not a 
historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1027 (Louie M. & Elsie Oliveira, October 3, 2011) 


■!■ =-?- I ;FC!!:27 RCVD 


Septeraber 27, 2011 


I027-1 


Board of Directors 

CALIFORNIA HIGH SFEED RAIL AUTHORITY 
770 Street, Suite 800 

Sacraroentoi California 95814-3359' 

Assessor's parcel (002-1SO-027) 


Dear Chairitian and Members of the Board 

ue own an 80 aero parcol oJ land that is achadnled to be 
diaqonally crossed by High Speed Hail. This land does not 
lie within a designated transportation corridor. 

Located on this land is a three bedroom house, a 

pipeline and the staging area for a cherry orchard operation. 

Access to this area is a long driveway from eth Ave. 


The proposed High Speed Ball will cut across the driveway 
and leave the the area land-lockeds 


Nearest access would be to the west approximately _ 

raile and off 9th Ave* This would involve crossing neighbor s 
property. 


Please advise us how you plan to provide access to these 
land-locked facilities. Ne would also like to comment that 
a house so isolated and between trees can become a breeding 
ground for criminal activities. 


Yojurs very .truly. 

The Oliveira Family Trust 
Louie M. Oliveira, trustee 
Elsie Oliveira, trustee 
2033 Franklin Way 
Hanford, Calif. 93230 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1027 (Louie M. & Elsie Oliveira, October 3, 2011) 


1027-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02. 

Alignment plans and maps of parcels directly affected by the project where the whole 
parcel or a portion thereof would be acquired by the project is provided in Volume 3. 

For information on potential FIST project impacts on property values see Section 5.4.4.3 
in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report.(Authority and FRA 2012g). 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1028 (Louie M. & Elsie Oliveira, October 3, 2011) 



September 26j 2011 


Board of Uirectors 

CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 
770 Street ^ Suite SOO 

Sacramento,, California 95814-3359 

Aaseasor's parcel 002-150-027) 

Dear Chairman and Hecntoers of the Board 

We are owners of Pecplea Ditch Stock which receives water 
from the Kings River north of our land. Water is transported 
by the Riverside Ditch to the land. 

Also on our land and adjacent to Sth Avenue is a ditch right- 
of-way for the moving of water to lands laying south of us* 

These ditches are not now in use,, but are necessary 
appurtenances to the land* They were acquired by deed and 
water agreement in the past and remain viable water 
transportation routes in case our wells fail* They also 
enhance a high quality environment for us by tying us to 
the Kings Ever and it's scenic pleasing amenities* 

High Speed Rail crosses our lands diagonally cutting off 
these water access rights-of-ways* 

Pursuant to the provisions of CEQA and NEPA^ we ask you 
to give us a complete and detailed explanation of how you 
plan to keep these right-of-ways open and availablo to us 
and preserve our right to enjoy the unique river environment. 



The Oliveira Family Trust 
Louie N. Oliveirai trustee 
Elsie Oliveirai trustee 
2033 Franklin Way 
Hanford, Calif. 93230 
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1028-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-04. 
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1029-1 


September 30^ 2011 

of Caiforitia High Speed Kail Authority 
770 L Street, Suite SOO 
Sacramerito, Calif. 95^14-3359 

Assessor's Parcel 002-150-027 

Dear Chairman and Members of the Board 

concerned that the Draft ElR/EIS has not adequately 
studied the impact on wild game birds on our land and the 
community, 


We own an 60 acre parcel of land that is scheduled to be 
diagonally crossed by high speed rail. This land does not lie 
Within a designated transportation corridor. 

Our area is an outstanding habitat for pheasants, doves, and 
quail, in season, it serves as a hunting ground for local and 
sportsmen throughout California. 


Frequent trains ^^swooshing" across this land will frighten the 

birds and discourage them from nesting. In a very short time 

this area will not be hospitable to game birds. The area will 

be sterile to that purpose. 

C£QiA & NEPA provide in part, that government agencies: 

1. prevent the elimination of fish and wildlife Species and 
communities for present and future generations 

2. provide long-term environmental protection 

3. create and maintain harmony between people and nature 

4. develop standards and procedures designed to provide 
anvironraental protection 

5. Ppmote efforts that will prevent ox eliminate damage to 
the environment 

5. enrich the understanding of ecological systems and natural 
resources 


We ask that the EIK/E15 affecting this parcel, our community 
and Kings County be revisited and a complete and thorough 
explanation be sent to us explaining how you plan to implement 
the goals of CEQA & Nepa described above. 


Yours^ery truly, 

The Oliveira Family Trust 
Louie M. Oliveira, trustee 
Elsie Oliveira, trustee 
2033 Franklin Way 
Hanford, calif. 93230 
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1029-1 

An evaluation of effects on game birds is not required under NEPA or CEQA analysis. 
However, as described in Section 3.7.3 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, NEPA 
and CEQA significant criteria used to evaluate impacts on biological resources and 
wetlands focus on special-status species protected under existing laws and regulations, 
as well as on native and common flora and fauna (but not specifically on game birds). 

Section 3.7.5.3 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS describes the potential impacts 
of the project on special-status birds and includes discussions of potential construction 
and project impacts on all migratory birds species (including some game birds but not 
pheasants or quail) covered under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act; this section also 
describes potential impacts on native fauna. 

The mitigation measures listed in Section 3.7.7 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS 
will be implemented to avoid, minimize, and compensate for potential impacts on 
special-status bird species. While not specifically designed to target game birds, select 
mitigation measures will also indirectly avoid, minimize, or compensate for potential 
impacts on game birds, including but not limited to: 

Mitigation Measure Bio-29:Conduct Preconstruction Surveys and Delineate Active Nest 
Exclusion Areas for Other Breeding Birds. 

Mitigation Measure Bio-31 :Bird Protection. 

Mitigation Measure Bio-65:Offsite Habitat Restoration, Enhancement, and Preservation. 
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Submission 1030 (Linda Oliveira, October 7, 2011) 


Hoard of Directors 

California J Ugh Speed Rail Authority 
770 L Siieeu Suite 800 
SacrEirnento. CA95814 

Rc; Rci^ucsl for Extension of KIR/EIS Comment Period - Fresno lo Bakersfield Section 
Dear Chainnan and Members of the Board: 

1030-11 \Vc support the request of J.G. Boswell Company^ dated September S, 2011, for an 

I extension of time to review the HIR/EIS documents of at least 1 80 days. 


Signed: 


[Name] 


[Organization] 


Date 


/^CALIFORNIA of Transportation 

11* I If 1 n *1 jl I Federal Railroad 

High-Speed Rail Authority Administration 








California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
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Response to Submission 1030 (Linda Oliveira, October 7, 2011) 


1030-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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1031-1 


I Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #451 DETAIL 


Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Stakeholder Type : 
Submission Date : 
Submission Method : 
First Name : 

Last Name : 
Professionai Titie : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Teiephone : 

Emaii : 

Emaii Subscription : 

Ceii Phone : 

Add to Maiiing List: 
Stakehoider 
Comments/issues : 

EiR/EiS Comment: 


Action Pending 
10 / 6/2011 
No 

CA Resident 
10 / 6/2011 
Website 
Heriberto 
Osorio 
Student 


Hispanic or Latino 
CA 

93307 

eddie.osorio(a)yahoo.conn 
Fresno - Bakersfield 

No 

This route will destroy part 
agricultural industry is one 
Lets rethink this and find a 
Yes 


of agriculture and we all know that the 
of the most important parts to our economy, 
better route and solution to this. 
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Response to Submission 1031 (Heriberto Osorio, October 6, 2011) 


1031-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-GENERAL-02. 


See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#4, for information on how many acres of 
farmland will be affected by each alternative alignment. 


/^CALIFORNIA of Transportation 

11* I If 1 n *1 jl I Federal Railroad 

High-Speed Rail Authority Administration 






California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1032 (J acque Othart, October 5, 2011) 


1 Fresno - Bakersfield (Mav 2011 - July 2012) - RECORD #437 DETAIL I 

Status : 

Action Pending 

Record Date : 

10/5/2011 

Response Requested : 


Stakeholder Type : 

CA Resident 

Submission Date : 

10/5/2011 

Submission Method : 

Website 

First Name : 

Jacque 

Last Name : 

Othart 

Professionai Titie : 


Business/Organization : 


Address : 


Apt./Suite No. : 


City : 


State : 

CA 

Zip Code : 

93312 

Teiephone : 


Emaii : 

Jacque4(a)gmail.com 

Emaii Subscription : 

Bakersfield - Palmdale, Fresno - Bakersfield, Merced - Fresno 

Ceii Phone : 


Add to Maiiing List: 

Yes 

Stakehoider 

1 would like an extra 60 days to review the high-speed rail plans. We 

Comments/issues : 

need more time for public input. Thank you. 

EiR/EiS Comment: 

Yes 

Affiiiation Type : 

Individual 

Officiai Comment Period : 

Yes 
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Response to Submission 1032 (J acque Othart, October 5, 2011) 


1032-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 


/^CALIFORNIA of Transportation 

11* I If 1 n *1 jl I Federal Railroad 

High-Speed Rail Authority Administration 






California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
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Submission 1033 (Dan Palmer, September 14, 2011) 


W. 


CALIFORNIA Comment Card 

High-Speed Rail Authority Tarjeta de Commentarios 


1033-1 


fresno lo Bakersfidd Train Settiaii La Seicidti de Tresfio a Bokmffetd dd deAha 

Draft Environmental Impact Report/ Veloddad Pioycdo de Informe de Impodo Amlaental/ 
Environmenlol Impact Statement (EIR/EISJ Dedoradon de Impodo Ambientol (EIR/EIS) 

Pvbik Hearings Aaiiteiuhis Pabikos 
Sepfsmber 2011 Septiemhre rid 20J f 

Pteose submit your oorripEeted comment card at the Por favor eniregue su taqeto completoda at final de la 
end of tbe meeting, or mail to: leunidn, o erwielo por comeo o lo siguiente dinecd6n: 
fresno to iakersHetd DEIR/HS Commettf^ 770 £ Streetf Soite ftHrainenfO, TA 953^4 

The comment period h from Augirat 15 lo September El periodo de comenlqrio es del 15 de Agosto d 28 
2S, 201 L Comments must be received eledicntcalfy, or de Septiembre del 2011, Los comenilariDs tienen que ser 
pc 3 stmorked,. on or befom September 2Sj. 20T1, redbtdos decinjrMcoJTiente, o inolosallotios, et o antes 

del 28 de Septiembre del 20 lU 

Nome/Nombi'e: Van _^- 

Organ izolioo/Orgaiiizadon: _ _ _ 

Addmis/Dom.icilio: (& f c A. ___ 

Phone Mumber/NOmero de Tel4fono:-—-- 

Gly, StoJe, Zip Code/Ciudad, Esiodo, Cddigo Postol : ^ _? 3 V Q 3-- 

E-moil Address/Correo Electrdnico: 4^nk] ^ af 1. C0*V> __ 

(Use oddltiqnql pogas if n^aBdad/Usor poginos qdictqnales si es necesOi'iql 

X /i^yA fy ipp I srjTf ^ -h vM4 ^ sp £/ 

T'h A At ^ 

p^.opler w/// V)/k-tr^ i~k^ 

jti/fij 7?? AIr^ Ai/y 

i/j Aa/^/ T Ji noi^ o-f 

-fArrA-lflAjI 4s fhc- fir 

X nk-h like 

W^Y /leT vn^t^ey id prove. 

fiiJ mor\ey -k fT 

jrt^pr6V£i^g/fhir Tltero ^^7/ par+iJn-f ~Tl 

^ lii fg ,54111 Vo Lt/" wJgici^ H^e p(-S" 'h ^ ^ 

5i)( F&o^l^ \AjjU ca ~K^ir 

Uve af H/T-fK -kMcif 

ff fr flr frAy4liV7^. W^W^y _ 

TVjV nor Hvfh -^ i^ ^yhL o± — 

I il . ^ piA/x s Hi &H sreep ka \l H ! 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
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Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1033 (Dan Palmer, September 14, 2011) 


1033-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-17 for a discussion of project 
costs and funding. 

The 2005 Statewide Program EIR/EIS considered a modal alternative that would expand 
the capacity of highways and airports serving the same geographic areas as the HST 
System (e.g., additional traffic lanes for highways with associated interchange 
reconfiguration and ramp improvements; additional gates and runways for airports with 
associated taxiways, parking, and passenger terminal facilities). Overall, the highway 
improvements assumed under the Modal Alternative represented a total of over 2,970 
additional lane miles. Two additional highway lanes would be required on most intercity 
highways, and as many as four additional lanes would be needed to meet forecasted 
demand in certain segments. Projected airport improvements would include over 90 new 
gates and five new runways statewide. 

The Statewide Program EIR/EIS found that the Modal Alternative would meet the 
projected needs for intercity travel in 2020, but would not satisfy the project purpose and 
need and objectives as well as the HST Alternative. Highway and air transportation 
improvements would result in reduced highway travel times and congestion compared to 
both the No Project and HST alternatives. Although the Modal Alternative would be an 
improvement over the No Project Alternative, the Modal Alternative would provide an 
intercity transportation network that would not be as safe or as reliable as the HST 
Alternative. Moreover, the Modal Alternative would have greater potential for significant 
environmental impacts than the HST Alternative, including higher potential impacts on 
air quality, noise, biology, and wetlands, cultural resources, hydrology, water quality, 
land use compatibility, and property. The Modal Alternative would also increase energy 
use and dependence on petroleum and would increase suburban sprawl. 

The capital cost of the Modal Alternative would be over two times the estimated capital 
cost of the HST Alternative, yet the Modal Alternative would have considerably less 
sustainable capacity than the HST Alternative to serve California’s intercity travel needs 
beyond 2020. The HST Alternative was selected as the preferred alternative in the 
Statewide Program EIR/EIS because it would meet the need for a safe and reliable 
mode of travel that would link the major metropolitan areas of the state, and deliver 
predictable, consistent travel times sustainable over time. The HST Alternative also 


1033-1 

would provide quick, competitive travel times between California’s major intercity 
markets. The HST Alternative would provide a new intercity, interregional, and regional 
passenger mode—the high-speed train—which would improve connectivity and 
accessibility to other existing transit modes and airports compared to the other 
alternatives. The HST was the only alternative that would improve the travel options 
available in the Central Valley and other areas of the state with limited bus, rail, and air 
service for intercity trips. 


/^CALIFORNIA of Transportation 

11* I If 1 n *1 jl I Federal Railroad 

High-Speed Rail Authority Administration 
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Submission 1034 (Hasit and Dipti Panchal, October 9, 2011) 


I Fresno - Bakersfield (May 2011 - July 2012) - RECORD #482 DET^ 


Status : 

Action Pending 

Record Date : 

10/9/2011 

Response Requested : 

No 

Stakeholder Type : 

CA Resident 

Submission Date : 

10/9/2011 

Submission Method : 

Website 

First Name : 

Hasit and Dipti 

Last Name : 

Panchal 

Professionai Titie : 


Business/Organization : 


Address : 


Apt./Suite No. : 


City : 

Bakersfield 

State : 

CA 

Zip Code : 

93312 

Teiephone : 

661 829 5292 

Emaii : 

panchalh(g)juno.com 

Emaii Subscription : 


Ceii Phone : 


Add to Maiiing List: 

No 


Stakeholder September 27, 2011 

Comments/Issues : 


Fresno to Bakersfield Draft EIR/EIS Comment 
770 L Street - Suite 800 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Re:Objection to the High Speed Railway 

Dear Sir/Madam: 

With regard to the proposed implementation of a High Speed Railway 
system, I hereby submit this letter in opposition to this proposed project. 

1 .Introduction 
Hasit and Dipti Panchal 

We live very close to Chinmaya Gokul temple and bring our daughter 
every Sunday to study Hindu literature. It is a divine place to be with 
entire Indian community, friends etc. and pray and celebrate different 
festivals together during whole year. We love this place and would be 
disheartned to see it go due to this rail construction. 

2.Background on Church 

At Chinmaya Mission, our goal is to provide to individuals, from any 
background, the wisdom of Vedanta and the practical means for spiritual 
growth and happiness, enabling them to become positive contributors to 
society. 

Chinmaya Mission Bakersfield has been active in the community since 
1995. We have weekly classes for our children which teaches them 
about the Hindu culture and heritage. We also have weekly Yoga, 
Meditation, and Adult Study classes which are open to all members of 
the community. A large number of Non-Hindus attend and participate in 
these activities. Chinmaya Mission Bakersfield consists of 300 families 
as our members. Our building, located at 1723 Country Breeze Place, 
Bakersfield, California 93312, is in the path of the High Speed Railway 
and will be demolished if the project is to proceed as proposed by the 
California High-Speed Rail Authority. As a result, we respectfully 
oppose this initiative. 


3.Environment Impact 

Prior to taking action, the government must assess the potential 
environment impacts under NEPA (Federal) and/or CEQA (State & 
Local). Pursuant to NEPA regulations (40 CFR 1500-1508), project 
effects are evaluated based on the criteria of context and intensity. 
Substantial effects would result in long-term physical division of an 
established community, relocation of substantial numbers of residential 
or commercial businesses, and effects on important community facilities. 

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, the project would have a significant 
impact if it would: 

•Physically divide an established community. 

•Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the 
construction of replacement housing elsewhere. 

•Relocate substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction 
of replacement housing elsewhere. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
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Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1034 (Hasit and Dipti Panchal, October 9, 2011) - Continued 


•Result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the 
provision of new or physically altered community and governmental 
facilities or with the need for new or physically altered community and 
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant 
environmental impacts. 

According to the EIR: “In the Northwest District, the BNSF Alternative 
would depart from the BNSF right-of-way just south of Rosedale 
Highway and rejoin the rail right-of-way after crossing the Kern River. 

The alignment would cut through an existing suburban development in 
Bakersfield’s Northwest District, displacing 122 homes and 10 non- 
residential properties, including a gas station/minimart, an art studio, 2 
health centers, and 2 churches (Chinmaya Mission and Korean 
Presbyterian Church). This alignment would alter community social 
interactions and community cohesion, and would change the physical 
character of the community. These impacts would be substantial under 
NEPA and significant under CEQA.” See EIR at 3.12-50. 

Further: “The Bakersfield South Alternative Alignment, like the BNSF 
Alternative, would pass through Bakersfield’s Northwest, Central, and 
Northeast districts, affecting similar but somewhat different community 
facilities. Impacts in the Northwest District of Bakersfield would be 
similar to those identified for the BNSF Alternative, displacing many 
homes and several churches. Like the BNSF Alternative, the Bakersfield 
South Alternative would divide the existing community and result in a 
considerable number of residential property acquisitions in this 
neighborhood, as well as the displacement of churches (the Korean 
Presbyterian Church would be fully displaced and parts of Chinmaya 
Mission property would be displaced).’’ See EIR at 3.12-52. 

The Public Notice explains these effects will be felt in the following 

areas: “transportation, air quality, noise and vibration, electromagnetic 1034-1 

fields, biological resources and wetlands, hazardous materials and 

wastes, safety and security, communities, agricultural lands, parks, 

recreation, and open space, aesthetics and visual resources, and 

cultural and paleontological resources.” Clearly, under either alignment, 

the impact of the project will be particularly devastating to our Mission 

and our local community. So far, there has been no mention of 

compensation or noise abatement procedures available to those 

damaged by the project. 

4.Additional Concerns 

First, we are concerned that this project will not be adequately funded. 

At this point, we understand that the Authority has only obtained funding 
for constructing tracks for 80 miles - not for the actual trains or 
electrification. In addition, given the present fiscal climate, we don’t feel 
that the State or the Federal government will be in a position to give 
more money. Despite indicating the support of certain “private 
investors,” the Authority has not yet identified any particularized firm 
commitments. We are concerned that this project will end up as a “train 
to nowhere,” much like Senator Stevens’ “bridge to nowhere” in Alaska. 

The train will severely impact the citizens of Bakersfield without any long 
term benefit. It will add to the debt of the State of California. 

Second, we believe the location of this project is misplaced. Currently, 
the proposed project will run through “old” Bakersfield, which will result 
in extreme traffic and parking congestion. Thus, we are concerned that 
local citizens will lose their easy access to downtown Bakersfield. Other 
cities, such as Denver, Colorado, have wisely chosen to relocate new 
transportation centers away from the downtown area, to avoid negative 
impacts, such as unwanted noise, vibrations, pollution, and traffic 


congestion. Notably, the proposed railway in Fresno, California does not 
pass through the center of the City and will affect FAR FEWER citizens. 

Third, we find that the EIR report provided is incomplete and insufficient. 
For example, although the document provides data on environmental 
impact, the actual noise and vibration studies were not included. 

Without reviewing the studies themselves, it is impossible to decipher 
the relative impact of the project. Important considerations include: 
when the study was performed, how many trips per day were 
considered, the duration and location of specific testing sites, the effect 
of the Hageman/Allen underpass project, etc., thereby making it 
impossible to decipher the relative impact of the Authority’s project. In 
addition, the report does not address environment impacts on the East 
side, nor does it explain why the site on 7th Standard Road and State 
Route 99 was not considered. Furthermore, the EIR report is flawed 
because, at least in one section, it lists street names that do not exist 
and addresses that are not located anywhere near the proposed rail line, 
thereby drawing its accuracy into question. 

Fourth, we believe the Authority will not undertake the necessary 
procedures to mitigate adverse impacts on the community. In fact, we 
understand that mitigation efforts, such as construction of sound walls, 
are typically discretionary and, in some cases, can be reduced or even 
avoided altogether by the Authority. Thus, considering the budgetary 
constraints addressed above, we believe the community will not receive 
the necessary protections from the anticipated adverse environmental 
impact. 

Fifth, we recommend that the HSR Authority re-evaluate the proposed 
site on 7th Standard Rd and Freeway 99. 

Finally, we have not received adequate notice of the proposed project 
and respectfully request additional time of at least six (6) months to 
respond. In fact, the EIR includes approximately 30,000 pages of 
technical jargon, with which we are not familiar, and allows only a 60-day 
comment period. To review it, we would have to read 500 pages a day. 
The report is in highly technical language, being difficult for a layman to 
understand. It needs to be simplified. Further, we had no idea that our 
church would be demolished until receiving a phone call approximately 
two (2) weeks ago from a friend! The official notification letter from the 
California HSR Authority dated August 10, 2011, was vague, deceptive, 
and legally deficient in that it utterly failed to indicate that our building 
would be subject to demolishment and potentially complete economic 
loss; reliance on this August 10th letter could have resulted in a 
substantial loss of our legal rights and damages. The issuance of such 
a misleading notification letter is contrary to the public good, the spirit of 
our democratic system, and an abuse of trust by those in positions of 
authority. Accordingly, we have already submitted a formal request for 
an extension to the Office of Governor Brown. Therefore, we feel an 
extension is necessary in this instance, and we kindly request your 
cooperation. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 


Yours very truly, 

Hasit and Dipti Panchal 

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes 

Affiliation Type : Individual 

Official Comment Period : Yes 


/^CALIFORNIA of Transportation 

11* I If 1 n *1 jl I Federal Railroad 

High-Speed Rail Authority Administration 
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Response to Submission 1034 (Hasit and Dipti Panchal, October 9, 2011) 


1034-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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Submission 1035 (Glen Parsons, October 12, 2011) 


I Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #651 DETAIL 


Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Stakeholder Type : 
Submission Date : 
Submission Method : 
First Name : 

Last Name : 
Professionai Titie : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Teiephone : 

Emaii : 

Emaii Subscription : 

Ceii Phone : 

Add to Maiiing List: 


Action Pending 
10/12/2011 

CA Resident 
10/12/2011 
Website 
Glen 
Parsons 
Dr. 


Hanford 

CA 

93230 

559-816-2555 
parsons(3)brandman.edu 
Fresno - Bakersfield 

Yes 


Stakehoider 
Comments/issues : 

1035-1 


How ironic it is that the proposed Kings County west route for the high 
speed rail comes within half a mile of the place where the Mussel Slough 
Tragedy occurred in 1880. The shootings took place immediately 
behind my home. This route will destroy the home of my parents, the 
homes of two of my three brothers, my niece and nephew-in-law, and 
my home. That is a lot for one family to bear. We are one of the older 
families in Kings County having purchased our 40 acre farm well over 
100 years ago. 15 years ago my brother and I bought two 2y2 acre 
pieces of land to build our dream homes in which we could raise our 
children and someday retire. The value of living next to each other and 
close to our other brother and parents, near the farm where we grew up, 
is something which one cannot put a price on. 

Sadly the eastern route effects family as well as it would use a part of an 
80 acre farm originally purchased by my great-grandfather, and longest 
serving Kings County Supervisor, Grant Garner. The farm now belongs 
to my cousin. 

I am not opposed to the High Speed Rail if it is proven to be 
economically viable and environmentally sound and if the property rights 
of California citizens are respected and valued. Other routes through 
this area make much more sense. The alternatives of current 
transportation routes, e.g. Highways 5, 99, or even 41 are not, by what I 
have seen, being seriously considered. Again, I am amazed that the 
monument erected in memory of those property owners slain because of 
the greed of government and railroads could be so prophetic of the 
suffering of families that could again occur in our time. 

I hope you will find value in the respect of those who would suffer if you 
proceed with this plan and make a change to one of the other routes 
mentioned, stop the high speed rail project, or find some other 
alternative. 

I hope that if you proceed with high speed rail you will seek a way to do 
it in a way that does not rape any families’ land and property. 

I hope that you will be responsible with money that is taken, without 
choice, from so many people in the form of taxes and do good, not harm. 
I hope you will not use the excuse of helping the many to in reality help 
the few and hurt the few or many. 

Respectfully, 

Glen A. Parsons, Ed.D. 

p.s. I have included below an account of the Mussel Slough Tragedy as 
told in "The Story of Kings County California" by J.L. Brown. Please 
read it carefully and thoughtfully. 


CHAPTER VII 

THE RAILROADS AND THE MUSSEL SLOUGH TROUBLE 

In January, 1863, work was begun at Sacramento on the first 
transcontinental railroad, the Central Pacific. Crews working from the 
west and crews working from the east brought the line to completion at 
Promontory Point, Utah, on May 13, 1869. 

Before that date surveyors for the railroad had looked over this valley, 
and plans were being laid for building. In the spring of 1870 the Central 
Pacific Company started construction, from their main line at Lathrop, 
near Stockton, a road that was to pass through the valley, touch points 
in southern California, and then connect with the southern roads from 
the east. The valley portion was completed in 1872, and Goshen was 
Kings County's nearest station. From Goshen south, the road was called 
the Southern Pacific, and that name is now applied to the whole line. In 
1876 the company began work on a western spur from Goshen. It was 
expected to pass through Grangeville, but failed to do so. Odd- 
numbered sections of land had been granted to the railroad company, 
but settlers on those sections believed that the company had forfeited its 
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rights by not beginning work at a specified time. 

Shortly before his time the settlers had held a meeting at Grangeville 
and resolved to uphold what they believed to be their rights. 

Construction progressed rapidly. Within less than a year the new town of 
Hanford had been founded, and the road had been built beyond 
Lemoore. Within a few years it was extended to Coalinga. 

The Southern Pacific also built a line on the west side of the San 
Joaquin Valley. Extending from Tracy, it reached Armona in 1891, 
connecting there with the Goshen branch. These two lines gave the 
Southern Pacific a practical monopoly upon the transportation of this 
area, and people demanded a competing road. On July 5, 1894, a 
meeting was held in the office of the Hanford Sentinel to arouse interest 
in the building of a new railroad. Many prominent men of the community 
went to work on the problem of organization and securing the 
cooperation of other communities. Some San Francisco capitalists 
promised aid, but were slow to act. 

Finally a letter to the Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce brought a 
favorable reply, and that in turn had the desired effect upon the San 
Francisco people. A new company was incorporated there with a 
capitalization of $6,000,000, and soon work was begun on what was 
called the San Francisco and San Joaquin Valley Railroad. 

In June, 1897, the first train came into Hanford over the new road, 
popularly known as the "Valley Road." The line is now a part of the 
Atcheson, Topeka, and Santa Fe system. It is the main line of the Santa 
Fe through the valley, and for that reason has been able to provide very 
good service. The fast, streamlined passenger trains are an example. 
Soon after the completion of the main line a branch line was laid through 
Visalia, connecting with the former at Corcoran. 

Little other railroad building has been done in the county. 

In 1907 the Southern Pacific laid the tracks to Stratford. A short time 
afterwards Mr. Charles King built his Summit Lake and Hanford Railroad 
as far as Hardwick, where it ended. It has become the property of the 
Southern Pacific. 

The presence of a competing railroad in the valley had the immediate 
effect of lowering rates. In time people came to consider that the 
railroads treated them fairly, and most of the old bitterness has been 
forgotten. The trouble between the people and the railroads was very 
widespread, but it came to a head in a tragic manner in this so-called 
Mussel Slough country. In this area only the Southern Pacific Railroad 
was involved, because that was the only railroad that then traversed the 
San Joaquin Valley. The historical importance of the controversy is so 
great that a brief examination of its causes and effects is necessary. It 
must be stated, however, that there are many controversial points in the 
whole story - that the testimony of witnesses and investigators is by no 
means in complete agreement. 

Before the first line was built the company sought and received from the 
government a grant of twenty sections of land for each mile of track. The 
grant was based upon the agreement of the company to follow a certain 
route, to begin construction at a certain time, and to complete it at a 
certain time. None of these conditions was met. 

Furthermore, the company encouraged settlers to locate upon the land, 
with the understanding that they would be allowed to purchase it at such 
low rates that the cost would be comparable to that of taking up the 
even-numbered sections of the government land. In 1876 the Southern 
Pacific Company sent out public notices setting forth these conditions. 
The company was slow to offer definite terms of purchase, but when it 
finally did, the prices were much higher. 

The price was higher than the settlers had expected to pay, or thought 
the railroad was entitled to. They contended that they were being asked 
to pay for improvements which they had made upon the land. Many of 
the settlers refused to pay such prices, averaging about twenty-five 
dollars per acre - and organized to fight the issue in the courts. The 


Settlers' Land League was formed, and there was some show of armed 
resistance. J. J Doyle went to Washington, D. C., on behalf of the settler 
and attempted to get action from Congress. Failing in this, he appealed 
to Leland Stanford, president of the company asking him to visit the area 
and confer with the settlers Stanford came to Hanford in April, 1880, but 
no agreement was reached. 

In the meantime the company had brought suit in a federal court to eject 
the settlers. In 1878 a decision favorable to the railroad was handed 
down. Since no reversal of the decision was obtained, the company 
undoubtedly had a legal right to the land. Its stand was supported by law 
in all particulars. 

Officers came and undertook to dispossess individuals who refused to 
meet the company's demands. Their whereabouts were known, and 
when they appeared at a residence to serve papers, they found no one 
at home. Then they would remove the furniture from the house and set it 
in the road. After they had gone, a group of settlers would arrive and put 
it back into the house. Unsuccessful in this, the officers tried wrecking 
houses, but a crew of men would follow and reassemble the houses. 

The settlers themselves did a little dispossessing. In some instances, in 
which purchasers had bought land from which settlers had been 
removed, they were ejected by groups of citizens. 

A very tense situation existed on May 10, 1880, when a large crowd 
gathered in Hanford for a picnic and to hear an address by the famous 
and notorious Judge Terry of San Francisco. He was the man who had 
fatally wounded United States Senator Broderick in a duel, who was 
later shot to death by a deputy United States marshal while attempting 
an assault upon Justice Field of the United States Supreme Court. Terry 
was an eloquent orator and a shrewd lawyer. 

The settlers thought he might help them to find a way out of their 
difficulty. That morning United States Marshal Poole came to Hanford, 
and, with two deputies set out to remove the settlers from a piece of land 
south of Hanford and one three miles north of Grangeville. The deputies 
were M. D. Hartt, who had recently resigned as station agent at Goshen 
to buy land from the railroad company, and Walter J. Crow, a grain- 
buyer, who was also ready to buy land. With them also was William H. 
Clark, employed by the railroad as an appraiser of land. 

They went first to the place south of Hanford, and, not finding anyone at 
home, left a note. As they passed through Hanford on the way to the 
Brewer place, they must have been recognized, for word of their 
presence spread among the settlers. When the officers arrived at the 
land in question, they found one of the two partners at home. While they 
were talking with him, a large group of men arrived, some of whom were 
armed. Some of these men entered into the discussion, which continued 
for some moments. Hot words passed between Hartt and James Harris, 
a settler. 

One version of the affair says that Hartt, "a small, self-conceited man, 
became offensive" and drew his revolver. Whereupon, Crow, "a cool, 
shrewd man and expert rifleman," attempted to calm him. 

Hartt fired at Harris, missing him but killing Iver Knudson. Then Harris 
shot Hartt. According to this version, though some say Harris did not fire 
a shot. At any rate, Hartt was shot. Crow then began firing and emptied 
his revolver, the only weapon he had in his hands. His victims were 
James Harris, John Henderson, Dan Kelly, Archibald McGregor, and Ed 
Haymaker. All but the latter died, either on the spot or within a few days. 
Mr. Haymaker was only slightly wounded, and, although his death 
occurred about a month later, it is not believed to have been caused by 
the shooting. After emptying his revolver. Crow had reached for his rifle, 
which was in a wagon; but the horses had become frightened and 
started running away. Unarmed, he left the scene under the protection of 
the general confusion which had resulted. About a half-mile from the 
place he was shot and killed by an unknown person. 

One contemporary wrote, "Several persons claimed the honor of killing 
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Mr. Crow, but it is most likely that the shot was fired by a Mr. Lewellyn." 
Marshall Poole took no part in the shooting, nor had he made any threat 
of violence. He was not in the immediate group with Hartt and Crow 
when the trouble came to a head, and he was not armed at the time. 
Neither did William Clark have any part in the affray. 

After the shooting was over. Major T. J. McQuiddy and a large group of 
men arrived. They handed Mr. Poole a written demand that he stop 
trying to dispossess settlers, and advised him to leave immediately. He 
and Clark were escorted to Kingsburg and left on the first train. Their 
swift departure may have prevented further bloodshed. Several citizens 
who had been prominent in the struggle of the settlers though they had 
taken no part in shooting were arrested and charged with resisting a 
federal officer. 

They were convicted in the United States Circuit Court and sentenced to 
five months imprisonment. Public sympathy for them was so great that, 
while they were serving the sentence in San Jose, they were subjected 
very little to the restrictions of prison life. Upon their return to Hanford, 
there was a joyous celebration in their honor. The men were J. J. Doyle, 
James N. Patterson, J. D. Purcell, W. L. Pryor, and William Braden. 

For some years on the anniversary of the unhappy event of May 10, 
1880, memorial services were conducted in honor of the settlers who 
had been killed in the fight. They were looked upon as martyrs who had 
given their lives for a cause. 

The stark tragedy of the affair brought such a shock that people were 
sobered. They had lost their legal fight, and they saw that there was 
nothing to be gained by any other kind of fight. The railroad company 
made a small concession in their favor by a slight reduction in its price 
scale. In the end, most of the settlers bought the land on which they had 
lived. 
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01. 

1035-2 

Refer to Standard Responses FB-Response-GENERAL-02 and FB-Response- 
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I Fresno - Bakersfield (May 2011 - July 2012) - RECORD #654 DETAIL 


Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Affiliation Type : 

Interest As : 

Submission Date : 

Submission Method : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Telephone : 

Email : 

Cell Phone : 

EIR/EIS Comment: 

Stakeholder Comments/Issues : 


No Action Required 
10/12/2011 

Individual 

Individual 

10/12/2011 

Website 

Brent 

Parsons 


Hanford 

CA 

93230 

559-212-7998 

brentlparsons@comcast.net 

Yes 

October 11,2011 


To Whom it May Concern, 

My family is 5th generation Hanford residents. Hanford is a small community 
which results in a close knit atmosphere between its residents. 

The current EIR for the Hanford East Route is greatly disturbing as it will 
affect valuable farm land and displace families. This route will affect friends 
and family. 

It was my understanding that the proposal would be built along current 
transportation corridors (Highway 41,5 or 99) and not venturing off through 
productive farm land and destroying families. 

Additionally, the newly Hanford West Route proposal falls under the same 
problems destroying farm land and families. This route appears it will slash 
right through my families 40 acre ranch which has been in the family 5 
generations. That small section has the possibility of displacing 3 families in 
our family on the ranch including my daughter. If that isn't enough, it then 
appears it will barrel through our own house and property and/or my 
brother's. We have sacrificed for years in building up our family sanctuary 
here. Our 2 acre parcel's beginning was just alfalfa land. We moved a 900 
square foot home on our property and raised our family in it for about 9 years. 
After much time and sacrifice we were then able to build our dream home 
with plans to retire here. The thought of our own home and property and our 
families homes' and properties being destroyed is heart breaking. 

Thank you for considering our situation. Please consider the existing 
transportation routes which would affect less families and precious farm land. 

Sincerely, 

Brent Parsons 
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1036-1 

Refer to Standard Responses FB-Response-GENERAL-02 and FB-Response- 
GENERAL-10. 

1036-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02, FB-Response-GENERAL-04. 

1036-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-02. 

Alignment plans and maps of parcels directly affected by the project, where the whole 
parcel or a portion thereof would be acquired, are provided in Volume III of the Revised 
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS. 
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Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Stakeholder Type : 
Submission Date : 
Submission Method : 
First Name : 

Last Name : 
Professionai Titie : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Teiephone : 

Emaii : 

Emaii Subscription : 

Ceii Phone : 

Add to Maiiing List: 
Stakehoider 
Comments/issues : 


Action Pending 
9/19/2011 

CA Resident 
9/19/2011 
Website 
J 

Peltzer 

Central Valley Tea Party 


CA 

93286 


jp350(a)hughes.net 


EiR/EiS Comment: 

Affiiiation Type : 

Officiai Comment Period : Yes 


Please don't spend us into high speed insolvency with this doomed to 
fail high speed rail project. Spend the money on highway 99; it's 
miserable in the slow lane. 

Wait, don't spend high speed rail money on 99; maybe you should find 
all the tax money already paid at the pump for road improvement. 
Where is all that money? The same place this waste of money is going 
to end up? In somebody else's pocket? 

Yes 

Individual 
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1037-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-14, FB-Response-GENERAL-17. 
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I Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #462 DETAIL 


Status : 

Action Pending 

Record Date : 

10/6/2011 

Response Requested : 

No 

Stakeholder Type : 

CA Resident 

Submission Date : 

10/6/2011 

Submission Method : 

Project Email 

First Name : 

Kay 

Last Name : 

Professionai Titie : 
Business/Organization : 

Pennington 

Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

2431 Truxtun Ave 

City : 

Bakersfield 

State : 

CA 

Zip Code : 

Teiephone : 

93301 

Emaii : 

squantosaurus-qt(a)yahoo.com 

Emaii Subscription : 

Ceii Phone : 

Fresno - Bakersfield 

Add to Maiiing List: 

Yes 

Stakehoider 
Comments/issues : 

To Whom It May Concern: 


As a resident and homeowner of Bakersfield, California and 
specifically right on Truxtun Avenue very near Mercy Hospital, I am 
particularly alarmed at the changes that would occur if either one of the 
two proposed routes for the high speed rail are chosen. This downtown 
area is already so built up and congested that it seems like alternatives 
should be explored. I understand that there is a possible alternative in 
having the high speed rail follow Golden State Highway. I believe that 
this is is much better solution since there is much wasteland in that area. 
The high speed rail would actually IMPROVE that area verses destroy 
what is already in place and functional in the downtown area. 

Please make a wise choice. 

Kay Pennington 
2431 Truxtun Ave. 

Bakersfield, CA 93301 


"A better life will come your way the second you get up and start walking 
toward it." Jason Gracia 

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes 
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1038-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02, FB-Response-GENERAL-10, 
FB-Response-GENERAL-25. 
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Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Stakeholder Type : 
Submission Date : 
Submission Method : 
First Name : 

Last Name : 
Professionai Titie : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Teiephone : 

Emaii : 

Emaii Subscription : 

Ceii Phone : 

Add to Maiiing List: 


Action Pending 
10/12/2011 

CA Resident 
10/12/2011 
Website 

MICHELLE DENISE 
PIERRO 

LAND OWNER / RESIDENT 


ALLENSWORTH 

CA 

93219 

559-361-0643 

MDPMOM8(a)YAHOO.COM 
Fresno - Bakersfield 

Yes 


Stakehoider CALIFORNIA TRAIN SYSTEM PROJECT IS AN EXCITING EVENT 

Comments/issues : THAT MANY OF US ENVIRONMENTALISTS AND 

CONSERVATIONISTS HAVE WORKED TOWARD BECOMING A 
REALITY FOR MOST OF OUR LIVES. This constituent very much 
appreciates the work to reduce air pollution in our great Stat of California 
and the San Joaquin Central Valley. 


1039-1 


1039-2 


1039-3 


1039-4 


1039-5 


THESE ARE MY COMMENTS CONCERNING THE CALIFORNIA 
TRAIN SECTION THROUGH ALLENSWORTH, CALIFORNIA, AS A 
TULARE COUNTY RESIDENT AND ALLENSWORTH AREA 
PROPERTY OWNER. 

(1) LOCATION: I AM IN FAVOR OF THE HIGH SPEED TRAIN GOING 
ALONG NEAR THE CURRENTLY EXISTING BNSF RAILS. THIS 
WILL EFFECT OUR FAMILY FARM PROPERTY IN THE LOSS OF 
SOME 100 FEET WIDTH OF LAND ON THE ACREAGE NEEDED FOR 
THE CA HST, BUT THIS IS DEFINITELY A BETTER ALTERNATIVE 
THAN THE 1 + MILE ALTERNATIVE ROUTE WEST OF 
ALLENSWORTH. 

(2) THERE ARE SEVERAL ITEMS THAT WILL NEED ATTENTION 
FOR THE CALIFORNIA TRAIN RAIL SYSTEM IN THE 
ALLENSWORTH AREA. NUMBER ONE WILL BE FOR THE 
PLANNED ALLENSWORTH OFF-RAMP FROM HIGHWAY 43 TO BE 
AT AVENUE 36 WHICH IS THE ‘HUB’ OF THE ALLENSWORTH 
TOWNSHIP, INSTEAD OF AT AVENUE 24 AS SHOWN IN THE 
CURRENT TRAIN ROUTE PLANS. 

(3) THAT RAIN WATER AND WATER RUN-OFF FROM 
NEIGHBORING ORGANIZATIONS SUCH AS DELANO BE 
REDIRECTED TO A CONTROLLED AREA / RESIVOR / HIGH LEVEL 
LAKE. This water can supply a much needed irrigation resource for the 
Allensworth area. Each year a seven mile stretch of rain water is just 
wasted as it sits along Highway 43, from north of Deer Creek south to 
past Avenue 16, Tulare County. Run-off rain water sets wasted west of 
Highway 43 between BNSF railway and then east of Highway 43 
swamping hundreds of farming acres. This is embarrassing for the State 
of California to have ignored the job of redirecting this valuable water 
resource for over 30 years now. And sadly, during an accident that 
excess water sitting near the BNSF caused the death of a cherished 
Allensworth Community leader in the late 1970s - Mr Strong. There is 
no need for such a hurtful incident to possibly happen again, nor for so 
much useful water to be wasted so inefficiently! When the CA HST is 
built the redirection channels of the rain water run-off could be easily 
made to direct this water to be controlled just northwest of the township. 
Then this run-off rain water can be used all summer by Allensworth 
community for important landscaping and irrigation purposes. 

(4) THAT THERE BE ACCOMODATIONS PLANNED FOR AN 
ALLENSWORTH STATION AS PER THE PLANNED COMMUNITY 
DEVELOPMENT AND GROWTH SCHEDULED - and this request is for 
either Allensworth area alternative CA HST route selected. This will 
enable persons from the south and north to be able to visit the growing 
town and attend events at the Allensworth State Historic Park. Plus 
allow for residents and community members to use the rail for traveling 
north and south throughout the State of California. 

(5) ALONG WITH THIS, SUGGESTING THE SINCERE 
CONSIDERATION FOR A TRAIN RAIL MAINTENANCE YARD TO BE 
ESTABLISHED SOUTH OF AVENUE 24 ON THE WEST SIDE OF THE 
BNSF / CA HST RAIL IN THE ALLENSWORTH AREA. This will be 
environmentally sound as it is outside the borders of the California 
Colony & Home Promotion Association boundaries used for family 
housing, farming, churches, and business - and currently only used as 
farm land for trees. 

(6) LASTLY, PLEASE CONSIDER NOT ONLY A HIGH SPEED RAIL 
TRAIN BUT A TRAIN THAT HOLDS A TRAVELER’S VEHICLE OR 
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TRUCK THAT CAN BE EASILY LOADED AND UNLOADED. THIS 
WILL ENSURE EVEN MORE PARTICIPANTS IN THIS EXCITING RAIL 
SYSTEM. THE OFFICE OF SENATOR BOXER HAS A COPY OF AN 
ARTICLE FROM THE LINDSAY GAZETTE PAPER FROM SEVERAL 
YEARS AGO OF SUCH A ENGINEERED TRAIN THAT HOLDS 
VEHICLES OR TRUCKS EASILY IN A SEPARATE AREA AS WHERE 
PEOPLE SIT. A PERSON GETS ON THE TRAIN WITH THEIR 
VEHICLE OR TRUCK RIDES THEIR DISTANCE, THEN GETS OFF AT 
THEIR DESTINATION, GETS INTO THEIR VEHICLE, DOES THEIR 
BUSINESS, THEN GETS BACK ON THE TRAIN AND HEADS HOME! 
CURRENTLY TRAIN PASSENGERS FROM FLORIDA TO 
WASHINGTON D.C. AREA ALREADY HAVE THIS CONVENIENCE 
(WITH AMTRAK) AND IT IS VERY POPULAR MODE OF 
TRANSPORTATION. People like their vehicles and trucks and love the 
idea of transporting themselves around at their destinations. Then being 
able to return traveling by train to Florida / DC when their work / vacation 
is over. Other countries already have this convenience, too. 

Thank-you for your sincere considerations of these comments. 

Sincerely, 


MICHELLE DENISE PIERRO 
Cell#: 559-361-0643 
2983 ROAD 84 “C” 
ALLENSWORTH, CA. 93219 
mdpmom8(a)yahoo.com 
Alt#: 559-568-0842 


EIR/EIS Comment: 


Yes 
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1039-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-10. 

1039-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-TR-02. 

Avenue 36 does not cross the BNSF tracks to connect with SR 43, and therefore a new 
crossing has not been provided at this location. Avenue 24 currently crosses the BNSF 
and connects with SR 43. The connection is maintained with a grade-separated crossing 
of BNSF.Coordination with local agencies will continue throughout the design and 
procurement process. 

1039-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-FIWR-03. 

1039-4 

Section 2704.09(d) of the California Streets and Flighways Code limits the number of 
stations for the statewide HST system to 24. The community of Allensworth had a 
population of 471 based on the 2010 Census. While Tulare County plans to develop a 
Flamlet Plan for Allensworth, it has not been completed. The purpose of the California 
FIST System is to provide a reliable high-speed electrified train system that links the 
major metropolitan areas of the state. With a limit on stations, there is insufficient 
population in the Allensworth area to warrant location of a station there. 

I039-5 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-11. 
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Eioard of Directors 

California High Speed Kail Authoriiy 
770 L Street, Suite SOO 
Sacramento, CA95SI4 

Re: Request for liJitensioiiDf EIR/BIS Comment Period ^ i resno to Bakersfield Section 

Dear Chainnan and Members of (be Board; 

We support the request of J.G, Boswell Company, dated September S. 20t I, for an 
cisetension of time to review the E3R/HIS documonis ot at least I SO days. 


Signed: 

[Name! 


[OrganiTalionI 



Date 


dL 
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1040-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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1041-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-08. 
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Submission 1042 (J ane Pruett, October 13, 2011) 


To: CA Spet'O Rati Authority 
Rc: Comment opposing the proposed HSR plan 
10 10-11 


We wcrw made aware on Sepiember 9.2011 that the prepi^sed SpcL-d Rail system would pass less 
than lOO yards fmm our home, licsides the obviou^s fact that this will render our property and everyth] nji, we 
have worked Ibr^ essentially, worthless, wc have other reasons that we oppose the Fresno to Bakersfield I Sigh- 
Speed Rail propouaL 

• The directions given in Prop lA had the High Speed Rail (HSR) following existing raiPlravel 
corridors. The proposed current alignment through the heart of Bakersfield docs not follow a 
transportation corridor. It will demolislt approximately 240 homes, 2S0 htisincsscs, 7-8 
churches, a Hindu Xlission, a large Christian school, and part of a historic Iligli SchtK>l. 'Htose 
homes remaining near the HSR will have their property values destroyed. It will negatively 
impact, among other things. Mercy Hospital and our downtown Convention Center. Why docs 
the HSR no! follow the existing railroad track or 1-5 or Ilwy 99? Why does the HSR authority 
insist on constructing the terminal in the middle of the city instead of a more suitable location in 
close proximity to the E^akcrsfic3d community? The rail alignment in Fresno is oiiEside the 
community and it will not negatively affect the citiKens of Fre.sno, 


1042-2 

1042-3 


1042-4 


1042-5 


• According to CARRD. Caltlbmians Advocating Responsible Rail Design, no other community 
in California wilt have the large ntimber of negative tinpaets the city of Bakersfield wit! have. 

• Since this proposed alignment will go Through existing neighborhoods and our community, the 
impact of iIk project will be particularly devastallitg to all people around . So fan there has been 
no mention of compensation or noise, dust, or vibration abatement procedures available to those 

damaged by the nroiccl. 

> We believe the Authority will not undertake the needed proeedures to mitigate harmful impacts 
on our community. We understand that mitigation etforts. such as construction ol'sound walls, 
are typically discretionary and can be reduced or even avoided altogether by the Authority. In 
light of our budget woes, we believe our community will not receive the necessary protections 
from tlx; anticipated advense environmentai impact. 

• Will llie jobs that are created through this project be in California? California has one of the 
most unfiicndly business environments in America. W'e are over regulated and our labor rate is 
high. In tlte real biwiness world, businesses here would Ire competing with and underbid by nwre 
bustness friendly slates like fexas, Oklahoma, Alabantu, or South Carolina. 1 he train, itself, will 
not even be built in the USA. 


1042-6 


• Our Federal and Slate governments are broke, and the 9.5 billion wc pledged in bonds to this 
project is only about 20% of the projected start Up costs of the project. If the HSR authority is 
allowed to demolish our homes and build their raised rails through our city, the current budget 
does not even include funds for eleetrillcation or the actual trains. We are making a btid 
economic situation in our state worse by tearing up our city and having only enough funding to 
lay the tracks. If future funding for this project isn’^t given, who is going to pay for the 
destruction of homes. busine!i,ses and the loss of the property value to those wlw live around the 
tracks? 


• If there's such a rush to spend this money, let's Spend it on improving our existing travel routes: 
our roads and highways certainly need it! 


1042-7 


1042-8 


• if the HSR is so cfilcleni and cost effective, why aren’t private sector railroads taking the 
initiative to invest in this project? It appears they have more common sense with their money 
than the government dues with ours. 

• Having the 11 SR run through our city doesn't make sense. AestheitcaUy. what will these raised 
rails look like us they go through Bakersfield? A c|uick review of elevated trains in other cities 
will demonstrate that unde-sirable conditions flourish underand around them. How’ will the HSR 
Authority mitigate die negative conditions this will create? Vou know, even Walt Disney had 
enough sense to build his train and then the monorail around his beloved Disneyland! 

• I read what the California 11 SR CtiO vvas quoted in the l.A I'imcs as saying,. ..and if the money 
runs out and the system is only partially built* il wifi leave in place a cornerstone that "my 
children and grandchildren can continue to build...'* 

Really? Would we w-lsh this debt and huge "White Hlephanr on our 
children? l>o we need to demolish a portion of our city to begin a project 
wc can't afford to finish? 


1042-9 

1042-10 


• Where are they environmental impacts on the Fast side of Bakersfield? Those have not been 
addressed yet. 

* We were, as already noted, only told about this proposed alignment a month ago. This is not 
proper nolifiealion. Tite FIR is approximately 30.000 pages long and we are told we must 
respond to it by October 13. 2011. This time frame is not nearly long enough given how 
eomplieated and teehnically difficult the document is. We need at least 6 months. 

We believe the proposed i ISR project will damage our community and will be crushing our 
already hankrupt state w'lth overwhelm ittg debt disguised as a fcdeml "jobs program", j'he 11 SR 
authority is ramming their alignment plan down our collective throats. Wc ask you to slow down* give 
Us a chance to read and understand the FIR. acknowledge our concerns and attempt to mitigate them. 

^JEhank-you. 

'—' 

- Jane Pruett 
9ltQ7 Shellabarger Rd. 

Bakcisflcld, CA 93312 
661 589-6914 
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1042-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02, FB-Response-GENERAL-10, 
FB-Response-GENERAL-25. 

1042-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-10. 

1042-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-04, FB-Response-N&V-05, FB- 
Response-AQ-01, FB-Response-N&V-04, FB-Response-SO-01. 

See the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.4, Noise and Vibration, 
Impact N&V #3 (Moderate and Severe Noise Impacts from Project Operation to 
Sensitive Receptors) for noise impacts in Bakersfield, and Mitigation Measure N&V-3: 
Implement Proposed California High-Speed Train Project Noise Mitigation Guidelines. 
The potential sound barrier mitigation for this area for operation noise from the project is 
listed in Tables 3.4-29, 3.4-31, and 3.4-32, and shown on Figure 3.4-19, Bakersfield 
area: Potential sound barrier sites. The specific type of mitigation will be selected during 
final design and before operations begin. 

I042-4 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-N&V-05. 

The potential noise impact has been assessed at sensitive receivers and these areas 
are identified in Section 3.4.5, Environmental Consequences, of the Revised 
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS and shown in Figures 3.4-9 through 3.4-13. The locations of 
potential barriers are illustrated on Figures 3.4-15 through 3.4-19. Refer to Section 3.4.6 
for a complete listing of noise impact mitigation measures that would reduce noise 
impacts below a “severe” level. The Proposed California High-Speed Train Project Noise 
and Vibration Mitigation Guidelines developed by the Authority (see Appendix 3.4-A of 
the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS) were used to determine whether mitigation 
would be proposed for these areas of potential impact. The Guidelines require 
consideration of feasible and effective mitigation for severe noise impacts (impacts 
where a significant percentage of people would be highly annoyed by the HST project’s 


I042-4 

noise). 

The Authority will refine mitigation for homes with residual severe noise impacts (i.e., 
severe impacts that remain notwithstanding noise barriers) and address them on a case- 
by-case basis during final design of the Preferred Alternative. In addition to the potential 
use of noise barriers, other forms of noise mitigation may include improvements to the 
home itself that will reduce the levels by at least 5 A-weighted decibels (dBA), such as 
adding acoustically treated windows, extra insulation, and mechanical ventilation as 
detailed in Section 3.4.6, Project. 

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS proposes noise barriers in areas of severe noise 
impacts resulting from the project, where the barriers meet the cost-effectiveness 
criteria. To meet the cost-effectiveness criteria, barriers must mitigate noise for more 
than 10 sensitive receivers, be not less than 800 feet in length, be less than 14 feet in 
height, and cost below $45,000 per benefited receiver. A receiver that receives at least a 
5-dBA noise reduction due to the barrier is considered a benefited receiver. 

Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#3 provides that sound barriers may be installed to reduce 
noise to acceptable levels at adjoining properties. These may include walls, berms, or a 
combination of walls and berms. The specific type of barrier will be selected during final 
design, and before operations begin. In addition. Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#3 
provides that prior to operation, the Authority will work with communities regarding the 
height and design of sound barriers using jointly developed performance criteria, when 
the vertical and horizontal location have been finalized as part of the final design of the 
project. Mitigation Measure VQ-MM#6 requires the provision of a range of options to 
reduce the visual impact of the sound barriers. 

I042-5 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-18. 

See Section 3.12 Impact SO #5- Temporary Construction Employment, for information 
on the number of construction jobs created as a result of the project as well as the ability 
of the existing regional labor force to fill the demand for the direct construction jobs as 
well as the resulting indirect and induced jobs. Section 3.18 presents the amount of 
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1042-5 

construction- and operation-related employment created by the project. Over the entire 
construction period, project expenditures would result in an additional 2.4% of the total 
projected 2016 construction jobs in the region (see Table 3.18-3). This small percentage 
increase would not be substantial enough to greatly attract workers to the region 
because the existing underemployed construction work force would be expected to fill 
these jobs. 

The San Joaquin Valley has greater unemployment and a lower per capita income than 
the state as a whole. The Authority has adopted a Community Benefits Policy, which 
requires that design-build construction contracts will be required to adhere to the 
National Targeted Hiring Initiative, which states a minimum of 30% of all project work 
hours shall be performed by National Targeted Workers and a minimum of 10% of 
National Targeted Workers hours shall be performed by Disadvantaged Workers. This, 
along with other hiring policies, will make sure that employment and business 
opportunities created by the project are accessible to the local community. For more 
information on hiring policies, see the Authority’s website. 

1042-6 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-17. 

Property acquisition, including relocation, would take place before construction of the 
project. 

1042-7 

Several simulations of the elevated guideways within the city of Bakersfield are 
presented in Section 3.16, Aesthetics and Visual Resources, of the Revised 
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS (see Figures 3.16-26 to 3.16-30 and 3.16-33). Additional 
images of guideways in Bakersfield are presented in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental 
DEIS. Regarding areas beneath elevated guideways, please see Mitigation Measure 
AVR-MM#2d, Replant Unused Portions of Lands Acquired for the HST, in Section 3.16 
of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS. 


1042-8 

As discussed in the Revised 2012 Business Plan (Authority 2012a), the California High- 
Speed Rail (HSR) Program will depend on a mix of public and private investment, the 
latter becoming available after the fundamental economics of the program are 
demonstrated. A phased approach to system development is the prudent course to build 
a foundation that allows for greater efficiency in the use of private investment once the 
initial segments of the system are in place. This approach also recognizes current 
budgetary and funding realities. Among other things, the phased approach will help 
ensure the system’s success by introducing Californians to HSR service and building 
ridership over time. At the same time, improvements can be made to regional systems 
that connect with HSR, resulting in the conventional and high-speed systems that 
complement each other. 

The goals of Proposition 1A were used to develop the phasing strategy for the statewide 
HSR system and were guided by the following key principles: 

(1) Divide the statewide high-speed rail program into a series of smaller, discrete 
projects that can stand alone, will provide viable revenue service, can be matched to 
available funding, and can be delivered through appropriate business models. 

(2) Advance sections as soon as feasible to realize early benefits, especially 
employment, and to minimize the impact of inflation. 

(3) Leverage existing rail systems and infrastructure, including connecting rail and bus 
services. 

(4) Forge a long-term partnership with the federal government for program delivery. 

(5) Develop partnerships with other transportation operators to identify efficiencies 
through leveraging state, regional, local, and capital program investments and 
maximizing connectivity between systems. 

(6) Seek the earliest-feasible and best-value private-sector participation and financing 
with appropriate risk transfer and cost containment. 
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(7) Mitigate against the risk of funding delays by providing decision points for state 
policy-makers to determine how and when the next steps should proceed while leaving 
a fully operational system and generating economic benefits at each step. 

The Authority applied these principles, taking into account key factors such as cost, 
funding scenarios, and ridership and revenue projections, to develop an implementation 
strategy with the following key steps: 

Step 1: Early Investments, Statewide Benefits. The first construction of dedicated high¬ 
speed infrastructure for the Initial Operating System (lOS) begins in the Central Valley. 
As with all of the steps, this initial section is being developed to deliver early benefits by 
leveraging other systems—enabling them to operate on the new high-speed tracks, 
which can be done without impacts on design or the integrity of the new infrastructure. 
Improved passenger rail service would begin on completion of the first lOS segment by 
connecting the San Joaquins, ACE, Sacramento Regional Transit, and the Capitol 
Corridor (and potentially Caltrain). Through a new, strategic approach, there is also the 
opportunity for new or improved travel between Bakersfield and Sacramento, Oakland, 
San Jose, and San Francisco. This expanded Northern California Unified Service could 
begin operation as early as 2018, with the potential to provide transportation and 
economic benefits well before fully operational high-speed rail service is initiated. 

As part of this first step, complementary investments and improvements will be made to 
both accelerate benefits and distribute them more widely across the state. These 
investments will be made using the $950 million in Proposition 1A connectivity funding, 
available Proposition 1A high-speed rail funds, future federal funds, and other sources 
and will include the following: 

0 Investment in the bookends: In Northern California, the long-awaited electrification of 
the Caltrain corridor will begin under a collaborative program between Bay Area 
agencies and the Authority. Also, consistent with the Southern California MOU, 
investments will be made in key rail corridors in the southern part of the state, such as 
upgrading the Metrolink corridor from Los Angeles to Palmdale. 

0 The Northern California Unified Service described above will be initiated. 


1042-8 

0 As the next step in the lOS, work to close the rail gap between Bakersfield and 
Palmdale through the Tehachapi Mountains will begin. Environmental clearance is 
possible in early 2014, and plans are being developed to move quickly to implement the 
improvements to close this critical gap and create the first statewide rail link between the 
Bay Area and the Los Angeles Basin. 

Step 2: Initial High-Speed Rail Operations. Introduction of the state’s (and the nation’s) 
first fully operational high-speed rail service will begin. This service can be operated by a 
private entity without subsidy, will have the potential to attract private investment to 
expand the system from Bay to Basin, and can be completed within a decade. The 
service will be blended with regional/local systems. These operations will be achieved 
through expansion of the first construction segment into an electrified operating high¬ 
speed rail line from Merced to Palmdale and the San Fernando Valley, accessing the 
populous Los Angeles Basin. Following on the work discussed above, the next priority in 
implementing the lOS will be closing the rail gap between Northern and Southern 
California by crossing the Tehachapi Mountains with new, dedicated high-speed rail 
infrastructure. Before completion of the lOS to the San Fernando Valley, this link will tie 
the north to the south at Palmdale, where Metrolink commuter rail service can then 
provide service and connections throughout Southern California. 

Currently, the lOS is defined as extending from Merced to the San Fernando Valley, and 
high-speed revenue service would only start once the full lOS is built and operable. 
Should ridership and revenue forecasts and financial projections demonstrate that 
revenue service compliant with Proposition 1A could begin earlier, with a shorter lOS, 
appropriate reviews would occur to consider and implement earlier service, if 
appropriate. 

Step 3: The Bay-to-Basin System. The dedicated high-speed rail infrastructure of the 
lOS will be expanded north and west to San Jose, providing HSR service between the 
state’s major population centers in the north and south and providing the platform for the 
transition to statewide blended operations. At this stage, passengers will be able to take 
a one-seat ride between greater Los Angeles (San Fernando Station) and the San 
Francisco Transbay Transit Center using blended infrastructure in the north between 
San Francisco and San Jose (assuming electrification of the Caltrain corridor by 2020, 
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as proposed by Caltrain), using dedicated high-speed rail infrastructure between San 
Jose and the San Fernando Station, and, in the south, connecting via Metrolink between 
the San Fernando Valley Station and the Los Angeles Union Station and on to other 
points throughout Southern California. 

Step 4: The Phase 1 System. For the blended approach, the dedicated high-speed rail 
infrastructure of the Bay-to-Basin system will be extended from the San Fernando Valley 
to Los Angeles Union Station, linking to a significantly upgraded passenger rail corridor 
developed to maximize service between Los Angeles and Anaheim while also 
addressing community concerns about new infrastructure impacts in a congested urban 
corridor that includes a number of established communities that abut the existing right- 
of-way. Under a Full-Build scenario, dedicated high-speed rail infrastructure would be 
extended from San Jose to the San Francisco Transbay Transit Center and from Los 
Angeles to Anaheim. 

Step 5: The Phase 2 System. Phase 2 will extend the high-speed rail system to 
Sacramento and San Diego, representing completion of the 800-mile statewide system. 
Travelers will be able to travel between all of the state’s major population centers on 
high-speed rail. Phase 2 areas will see improvements in rail service well in advance of 
the expansion of the high-speed rail system through the combination of early 
investments and blended operations, as described in this Revised 2012 Business Plan. 

I042-9 

Chapter 3, Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and Mitigation 
Measures, of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS contains the analysis of 
environmental impacts from east of the locations of the Bakersfield Station alternatives 
to Oswell Street, where the Bakersfield alignment alternatives merge. 

I042-10 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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Toj CA High Speed Rail AEilhority 

Rt; Comment opposing the proposed HSR plan 

Date: 10-10-11 


We were made aware on September 0.2011 tliai (he prapo^ed 1 ligh Speed Rail sysiein would pass less 
than IOO yards from our home. Besides the obvious fad that this will render our property and cveryrhing we 
have worked for. essenlially. wonhiess. we have other reasons that we oppose the Fresno to BakcrstieM High- 
Speed Rail proposal, 

» 'Ilie directions given in Prop 1A had the High Speed Rail (HSR) following es;isiing milAravel 
corridors, I'hc proposed eiirrent alignment through the heart of Bakersfield docs not follow a 
iransponaiion corridor. It wilt demolish approximately 241) homes. ISO businesses. 7-S 
chuiehes, a Hindu Mission, a large Christian schooh and part of a historic High School. Those 
homes remaining near the HSR will have their property values desiroyed. It will negatively 
impad, among other things. Merey Hospital and our downtown Convent Eon Center. Why docs 
ilte HSR not follow the existing railroad track or 1-5 or Hwy 99"? Why does the 1ISR authority 
insist on constructing the terminal in the middle of the city Instead of a more suitable location in 
close proximity to the Bakersfield community? The rail alignment in Fresno is outside the 
community and it will not negaltvcly affect the citizens of Fresno. 

1043-21 ■ AceordirJg to CARRD. Californians Advoeatitig Responsible Rati Design, no other contmunity 

* in California will have the large number of negative impacts the city of Bakersfield will have. 


1043-3 


Since this proposed alignment will go through e^^isting neighborhoods and our community, the 
impuct of the project will be particularly deva-stating to all people around . So far, there has been 
no mention of compensation or noise, dusL or vibration abatement procedures available to those 

damaged bv the project. 


1043-4 


p We believe the Authority will not undertake the needed procedures to mitigate harmful impacts 
on our community. We understand that mitieaiion efforts, such as corustmction of sound walls, 
are typically discretionary' and can be reduced or even avoided altogether by the Authority. In 
light of our budget woes, wc believe our commiLnity will not receive the necessary protections 
from the anticipated adverse environmental imiwcl. 


1043-5 


• Will the jobs that are created through this project be in California? California ha.s one of the 
most unfriendly business environments in America, Wc arc over regulated and our labor rate is 
high. In the real business world, businesses here would be conipeting with and underbid by more 
business friendly states like Texas, Oklahoma. Alabama, DrSouih Carolina. The train, iiselTwitl 
not even be built in the USA. 


1043-6 


Our Federal and State governments are broke, and the 9.5 billion wc pledged in bonds to this 
project is only about 20% of the projected start up costs of the project. If the HSR authority is 
allowed to demolish our homes and build their reised rails through our eity. the currcnl budget 
does not even inelude funds for eleclrification or the actual Crains, Wo are reaktng a bad 
economic situation In our state worse by tearing up oui city and having only enough funding to 
lay the tracks. If future funding for this projeet isn't given, who is going to pay for the 
destruction of homes, businesses and the loss of the property value to those wlio iive around the 
tracks? 


• If there's such a rush to spend this money, let's Spend it on improving our existing travel routes: 
our roads and highways certainly need 111 


1043-7 


1043-8 


1043-9 

1043-10 


• If the HSR is so efficient ajid cost effective, why aren't private sector railroads taking the 
initiative to invest in this projeet? It appears they have more common sen.se with their money 
than the government does w ith ours. 

• liaving the HSR run through our city doesn't make .sense. Aesthetically, what will these raised 
rails look like as they go through Bakersfield? A quick review of elevated trains in other cities 
will demonstrate that undesirable conditions flourish under and around them. How wilt the HSR 
.Authority mitigate the negative conditions this will create? You know, even Walt Disney had 
enou^ sense to build his train and then the monorail around his beloved Disneyland I 

• I read what the Califontia IISR CliO was quoted in the LA Times as saying....and if the morrey 
runs out and the system is only partially built, it will leave in place a cornerstone that “my 
children and grandehildren can continue to build...” 

Really? Would we wish this debt and huge ''White filephant” on our 
children? Do wc need to demolish a portion of our city to begin a project 
we can't afford to finish? 

• Where are they enviTonmcntal impacts op the F.ast side of Bakersfield? Those have not been 
addressed ycL 

• Wc w'crc. as already noted, only told about this proposed alignment a monih ago. This is not 
proper notification. The HIR is approximately 30,000 pages long and we are (old we must 
respond to it by Oelober 13, 2011. This time frame is not nearly long enough given how 
eomplieaied and technical ly diilleuh (he doeument is. We need at least 6 months. 

We believe the proposed HSR project will damage our conimunity and will be crushing our 
already bm^krupl state with ovcrwlwlming debt disguised a.s a federal "jobs pfogram". fhe HSR 
authority is ramming tlreir alignment plan down our collective thmais. We ask you to slow down, give 
us a chance to read and understand the HIR. acknowledge our concerns and attempt to mitigate them. 



9807 SlicllabargcT Rd. 
Bakersfield, CA 93312 
ft6l 5S9-&014 
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1043-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02, FB-Response-GENERAL-10, 
FB-Response-GENERAL-25. 

1043-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-10. 

1043-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-04, FB-Response-N&V-05, FB- 
Response-AQ-01, FB-Response-N&V-04, FB-Response-SO-01. 

See the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.4, Noise and Vibration, 
Impact N&V #3 (Moderate and Severe Noise Impacts from Project Operation to 
Sensitive Receptors) for noise impacts in Bakersfield, and Mitigation Measure N&V-3: 
Implement Proposed California High-Speed Train Project Noise Mitigation Guidelines. 
The potential sound barrier mitigation for this area for operation noise from the project is 
listed in Tables 3.4-29, 3.4-31,3.4-32, and shown on Figure 3.4-19, Bakersfield area: 
Potential sound barrier sites. The specific type of mitigation will be selected during final 
design and before operations begin. 

I043-4 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-N&V-05. 

Potential noise impact has been assessed at sensitive receivers, and these areas are 
identified in Section 3.4.5, Environmental Consequences, of the DEIR/Supplemental 
DEIS and shown on Figures 3.4-9 through 3.4-13. The locations of potential barriers are 
illustrated on Figures 3.4-15 through 3.4-19. Refer to Section 3.4.6 for a complete listing 
of noise impact mitigation measures that would reduce noise impacts below a “severe” 
level. The Proposed California High-Speed Train Project Noise and Vibration Mitigation 
Guidelines developed by the Authority (see Appendix 3.4-A of the DEIR/Supplemental 
DEIS) were used to determine whether mitigation would be proposed for these areas of 
potential impact. The Guidelines require consideration of feasible and effective 
mitigation for severe noise impacts (impacts where a significant percentage of people 
would be highly annoyed by the HST project’s noise). 


I043-4 

The Authority will refine mitigation for homes with residual severe noise impacts (i.e., 
severe impacts that remain notwithstanding noise barriers) and address them on a case- 
by-case basis during final design of the Preferred Alternative. In addition to the potential 
use of noise barriers, other forms of noise mitigation may include improvements to the 
home itself that will reduce the levels by at least 5 A-weighted decibels (dBA), such as 
adding acoustically treated windows, extra insulation, and mechanical ventilation as 
detailed in Section 3.4.6, Project. 

The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS proposes noise barriers in areas of severe noise 
impacts resulting from the project, where the barriers meet the cost-effectiveness 
criteria. To meet the cost-effectiveness criteria, barriers must mitigate noise for more 
than 10 sensitive receivers, be not less than 800 feet in length, be less than 14 feet in 
height, and cost below $45,000 per benefited receiver. A receiver that receives at least a 
5-dBA noise reduction due to the barrier is considered a benefited receiver. 

Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#3 provides that sound barriers may be installed to reduce 
noise to acceptable levels at adjoining properties. These may include walls, berms, or a 
combination of walls and berms. The specific type of barrier will be selected during final 
design, and before operations begin. In addition. Mitigation Measure N&V-MM#3 
provides that prior to operation, the Authority will work with communities regarding the 
height and design of sound barriers using jointly developed performance criteria, when 
the vertical and horizontal location have been finalized as part of the final design of the 
project. Mitigation Measure VQ-MM#6 requires the provision of a range of options to 
reduce the visual impact of the sound barriers. 

I043-5 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-18. 

See Section 3.12 Impact SO #5 - Temporary Construction Employment, for information 
on the number of construction jobs created as a result of the project as well as the ability 
of the existing regional labor force to fill the demand for the direct construction jobs as 
well as the resulting indirect and induced jobs. Section 3.18 presents the amount of 
construction- and operation-related employment created by the project. Over the entire 
construction period, project expenditures would result in an additional 2.4% of the total 
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projected 2016 construction jobs in the region (see Table 3.18-3). This small percentage 
increase would not be substantial enough to greatly attract workers to the region 
because the existing underemployed construction work force would be expected to fill 
these jobs. 

The San Joaquin Valley has greater unemployment and a lower per capita income than 
the state as a whole. The Authority has adopted a Community Benefits Policy, which 
requires that design-build construction contracts will be required to adhere to the 
National Targeted Hiring Initiative, which states a minimum of 30% of all project work 
hours shall be performed by National Targeted Workers and a minimum of 10% of 
National Targeted Workers hours shall be performed by Disadvantaged Workers. This, 
along with other hiring policies, will make sure that employment and business 
opportunities created by the project are accessible to the local community. For more 
information on hiring policies, see the Authority’s website. 

1043-6 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-17. 

Property acquisition, including relocation, would take place before construction of the 
project. 

1043-7 

Several simulations of the elevated guideways within the city of Bakersfield are 
presented in Section 3.16, Aesthetics and Visual Resources, of the Revised 
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS (see Figures 3.16-26 to 3.16-30 and 3.16-33). Additional 
images of guideways in Bakersfield are presented in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental 
DEIS. Regarding areas beneath elevated guideways, please see Mitigation Measure 
AVR-MM#2d, Replant Unused Portions of Lands Acquired for the HST, in Section 3.16 
of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS. 

1043-8 

As discussed in the Revised 2012 Business Plan (Authority 2012a), the California High- 
Speed Rail (HSR) Program will depend on a mix of public and private investment, the 


1043-8 

latter becoming available after the fundamental economics of the program are 
demonstrated. A phased approach to system development is the prudent course to build 
a foundation that allows for greater efficiency in the use of private investment once the 
initial segments of the system are in place. This approach also recognizes current 
budgetary and funding realities. Among other things, the phased approach will help 
ensure the system’s success by introducing Californians to HSR service and building 
ridership over time. At the same time, improvements can be made to regional systems 
that connect with HSR, resulting in the conventional and high-speed systems that 
complement each other. 

The goals of Proposition 1A were used to develop the phasing strategy for the statewide 
HSR system and were guided by the following key principles: 

(1) Divide the statewide high-speed rail program into a series of smaller, discrete 
projects that can stand alone, will provide viable revenue service, can be matched to 
available funding, and can be delivered through appropriate business models. 

(2) Advance sections as soon as feasible to realize early benefits, especially 
employment, and to minimize the impact of inflation. 

(3) Leverage existing rail systems and infrastructure, including connecting rail and bus 
services. 

(4) Forge a long-term partnership with the federal government for program delivery. 

(5) Develop partnerships with other transportation operators to identify efficiencies 
through leveraging state, regional, local, and capital program investments and 
maximizing connectivity between systems. 

(6) Seek the earliest-feasible and best-value private-sector participation and financing 
with appropriate risk transfer and cost containment. 

(7) Mitigate against the risk of funding delays by providing decision points for state 
policy-makers to determine how and when the next steps should proceed while leaving 
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a fully operational system and generating economic benefits at each step. 

The Authority applied these principles, taking into account key factors such as cost, 
funding scenarios, and ridership and revenue projections, to develop an implementation 
strategy with the following key steps: 

Step 1: Early Investments, Statewide Benefits. The first construction of dedicated high¬ 
speed infrastructure for the Initial Operating System (lOS) begins in the Central Valley. 
As with all of the steps, this initial section is being developed to deliver early benefits by 
leveraging other systems—enabling them to operate on the new high-speed tracks, 
which can be done without impacts on design or the integrity of the new infrastructure. 
Improved passenger rail service would begin on completion of the first lOS segment by 
connecting the San Joaquins, ACE, Sacramento Regional Transit, and the Capitol 
Corridor (and potentially Caltrain). Through a new, strategic approach, there is also the 
opportunity for new or improved travel between Bakersfield and Sacramento, Oakland, 
San Jose, and San Francisco. This expanded Northern California Unified Service could 
begin operation as early as 2018, with the potential to provide transportation and 
economic benefits well before fully operational high-speed rail service is initiated. 

As part of this first step, complementary investments and improvements will be made to 
both accelerate benefits and distribute them more widely across the state. These 
investments will be made using the $950 million in Proposition 1A connectivity funding, 
available Proposition 1A high-speed rail funds, future federal funds, and other sources 
and will include the following: 

0 Investment in the bookends: In Northern California, the long-awaited electrification of 
the Caltrain corridor will begin under a collaborative program between Bay Area 
agencies and the Authority. Also, consistent with the Southern California MOU, 
investments will be made in key rail corridors in the southern part of the state, such as 
upgrading the Metrolink corridor from Los Angeles to Palmdale. 

0 The Northern California Unified Service described above will be initiated. 

0 As the next step in the lOS, work to close the rail gap between Bakersfield and 


1043-8 

Palmdale through the Tehachapi Mountains will begin. Environmental clearance is 
possible in early 2014, and plans are being developed to move quickly to implement the 
improvements to close this critical gap and create the first statewide rail link between the 
Bay Area and the Los Angeles Basin. 

Step 2: Initial High-Speed Rail Operations. Introduction of the state’s (and the nation’s) 
first fully operational high-speed rail service will begin. This service can be operated by a 
private entity without subsidy, will have the potential to attract private investment to 
expand the system from Bay to Basin, and can be completed within a decade. The 
service will be blended with regional/local systems. These operations will be achieved 
through expansion of the first construction segment into an electrified operating high¬ 
speed rail line from Merced to Palmdale and the San Fernando Valley, accessing the 
populous Los Angeles Basin. Following on the work discussed above, the next priority in 
implementing the lOS will be closing the rail gap between Northern and Southern 
California by crossing the Tehachapi Mountains with new, dedicated high-speed rail 
infrastructure. Before completion of the lOS to the San Fernando Valley, this link will tie 
the north to the south at Palmdale, where Metrolink commuter rail service can then 
provide service and connections throughout Southern California. 

Currently, the lOS is defined as extending from Merced to the San Fernando Valley, and 
high-speed revenue service would only start once the full lOS is built and operable. 
Should ridership and revenue forecasts and financial projections demonstrate that 
revenue service compliant with Proposition 1A could begin earlier, with a shorter lOS, 
appropriate reviews would occur to consider and implement earlier service, if 
appropriate. 

Step 3: The Bay-to-Basin System. The dedicated high-speed rail infrastructure of the 
lOS will be expanded north and west to San Jose, providing HSR service between the 
state’s major population centers in the north and south and providing the platform for the 
transition to statewide blended operations. At this stage, passengers will be able to take 
a one-seat ride between greater Los Angeles (San Fernando Station) and the San 
Francisco Transbay Transit Center using blended infrastructure in the north between 
San Francisco and San Jose (assuming electrification of the Caltrain corridor by 2020, 
as proposed by Caltrain), using dedicated high-speed rail infrastructure between San 
Jose and the San Fernando Station, and, in the south, connecting via Metrolink between 
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the San Fernando Valley Station and the Los Angeles Union Station and on to other 
points throughout Southern California. 

Step 4: The Phase 1 System. For the blended approach, the dedicated high-speed rail 
infrastructure of the Bay-to-Basin system will be extended from the San Fernando Valley 
to Los Angeles Union Station, linking to a significantly upgraded passenger rail corridor 
developed to maximize service between Los Angeles and Anaheim while also 
addressing community concerns about new infrastructure impacts in a congested urban 
corridor that includes a number of established communities that abut the existing right- 
of-way. Under a Full-Build scenario, dedicated high-speed rail infrastructure would be 
extended from San Jose to the San Francisco Transbay Transit Center and from Los 
Angeles to Anaheim. 

Step 5: The Phase 2 System. Phase 2 will extend the high-speed rail system to 
Sacramento and San Diego, representing completion of the 800-mile statewide system. 
Travelers will be able to travel between all of the state’s major population centers on 
high-speed rail. Phase 2 areas will see improvements in rail service well in advance of 
the expansion of the high-speed rail system through the combination of early 
investments and blended operations, as described in this Revised 2012 Business Plan. 

I043-9 

Chapter 3, Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and Mitigation 
Measures, of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS contains the analysis of 
environmental impacts from east of the locations of the Bakersfield Station alternatives 
to Oswell Street, where the Bakersfield alignment alternatives merge. 

I043-10 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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I Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #554 DETAIL 


Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Stakeholder Type : 
Submission Date : 
Submission Method : 
First Name : 

Last Name : 
Professionai Titie : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Teiephone : 

Emaii : 

Emaii Subscription : 

Ceii Phone : 

Add to Maiiing List: 
Stakehoider 
Comments/issues : 


Action Pending 
10 / 11/2011 
No 

CA Resident 
10/11/2011 
Website 
Lila 
Ray 


Bakersfield 

CA 

93301 


lpr(g)lilaray.conn 

Statewide Planning Only, Bakersfield - Palmdale, Fresno - Bakersfield 
Yes 

I am an attorney and a graduate of Bakersfield High School ("BHS"). It 
would be a travesty to have any portion of the BHS campus disturbed by 
this rail system. When I was attending law school at George 
Washington University in Washington, D.C., I took a great deal of pride 
in the fact that former Chief Justice Earl Warren shared my alma mater. 
Graduates of BHS all across the country share this pride. It would be a 
sad loss for our entire community to have this historic area affected by a 
rail system that will likely end up as a "train to nowhere." 


I was initially in favor of high speed rail in California. During the many 
years that I practiced law in Washington, D.C., I frequented the Amtrak 
train service between D.C. and New York. I used the train both for 
business and for pleasure trips. Now that I am living back in Bakersfield, 
I frequently travel to both San Francisco and Los Angeles. Again, those 
trips are for both business and pleasure. I would love to have a high 
speed rail option, but I fear that I would be the only person on the train. 
The mentality of the typical Californian is to drive whenever possible. 
Californian's drive from one side of a parking lot to another! I simply do 
not think that this proposed rail system will have the ridership anywhere 
close to making it an economically viable project. 


I also happen to have an undergraduate degree in economics and I 
studied transportation economics very closely. If rail systems with 
significantly higher ridership than we could ever expect in California are 
barely able to make ends meet, then how can we ever expect to make 
this project economically viable? As much as the high speed rail system 
would personally benefit me as one of the few who would use it, I must 
opposed something that will cost California's taxpayers an exorbitant 
amount of money and could result in the partial destruction of my alma 
mater. 

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes 
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-24. 

I045-2 

Experience around the world shows that high-speed rail systems do not require 
operating subsidies and generate positive operating revenues. As noted by the 
International Union of Railways, high-speed rail systems throughout the world achieve 
positive operating revenues (UlC 2011 ). The revenues generated from fares and other 
sources more than cover the cost of operating and maintaining the system for the initial 
phases but would also help to fund extensions. Two high-speed sections, the Paris-Lyon 
Train a Grande Vitesse (TGV) route in France and the Tokyo-Osaka route in Japan, 
have fully covered both their infrastructure and operating costs after 15 years of service. 
See also Chapter 1, page 1-12, of the Authority’s Revised 2012 Business 
Plan (Authority 2012a). 

The phasing and the viability of a range of riderships, revenues, and operating costs are 
described in the Revised 2012 Business Plan (Authority 2012a). 
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I Fresno - Bakersfield - RECORD #261 DETAIL 


Status : 

Action Pending 

Record Date : 

9/22/2011 

Response Requested : 
Stakeholder Type : 

CA Resident 

Submission Date : 

9/22/2011 

Submission Method : 

Website 

First Name : 

Jazmin 

Last Name : 

Reyes 

Professionai Titie : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

BHS student 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

Bakersfield 

State : 

CA 

Zip Code : 

93301 

Teiephone : 

6613782946 

Emaii : 

reyes3963(a)att.net 

Emaii Subscription : 

Ceii Phone : 

Fresno - Bakersfield 

Add to Maiiing List: 

Yes 

Stakehoider 
Comments/issues : 

1 am against the installation of the High-Speed Rail. 1 don't not want part 
of Bakersfield High School to be taken down! BHS has been here as 
long as the town, and taking part of it down will be like destroying part of 
Bakersfield's history. It my not seem like it but it will affect MANY people, 
not only the students. 

EiR/EiS Comment: 

Yes 
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-08. 
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-10, FB-Response-SO-08. 
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Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Stakeholder Type : 
Submission Date : 
Submission Method : 
First Name : 

Last Name : 
Professionai Titie : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Teiephone : 

Emaii : 

Emaii Subscription : 

Ceii Phone : 

Add to Maiiing List: 


No Action Required 
9/20/2011 

Business 
9/20/2011 
Website 
Mitchel 
Ritchie 


Selma 

CA 

93662 

5592855804 
mitchritchie(a)gmail.com 
Fresno - Bakersfield 

Yes 


1048-1 


Stakeholder 
Comments/Issues : 


EIR/EIS Comment: 
Affiliation Type : 

Official Comment Period : 


“The East along the foothills would be directly in the 100 year growth 
pattern not away from it. “ 

I am contesting HSR route going as it has been explained going through 
Hanford Ca. 

The growth in California Cities has always been to the East. Having this 
route to the west of Hwy 99 just sounds like something is just getting 
pushed through without many other considerations. Look how far this 
takes us from our parks entrances. 

I am also against this project being hastily driven because of a time line 
moneys have to be spent. We know this pressure brings waste and bad 
results. 

The East side along the foothills would be directly in the 100 growth 
pattern not away from it. There are miles and miles of unproductive 
range land along the east side. 

Why on earth would anyone want to put the route through our most 
productive farm ground in the world? 

I really question the planners on this project for even suggesting this. 
Having the route diverted through Wasco? 

Isn’t one of the board members (Flores) families from that area? This is 
pure politics at is worse. 

Not being against HSR. Please forget the time line that is driving this to 
make horrible decisions for our future. The planning group needs to be 
taken to the next level. Take all the hard work the first group has and 
improve the plan. Rushing through the valley proves that there are 
really no long term ideas here. 

As a farm that is impacted here. We plan on doing everything in our 
power to protect our family’s livelihood as well as exercise our property 
rights. Our argument is that this is a hastily put together plan with 
unqualified people representing this project. 

I don’t believe that this is the only HSR option. I really thing the current 
proposal is ludicrous base on no other real options are proposed. 

We are not issuing any permission for anyone to enter our properties 
without an escort from one of our family members. 

Yes 

Individual 

Yes 
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Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-02, FB-Response-GENERAL-10, 
FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-AG-01, FB- 
Response-AG-02, FB-Response-GENERAL-17. 

Coordination and planning for the California HST System began with initial engineering 
and environmental studies in the late 1990s. As part of those studies, the Authority 
identified a range of alignment and station alternatives, which is presented in the 
Sacramento to Bakersfield High-Speed Train Alignments/Stations Screening Evaluation 
prepared for the Authority by Frederic R. Harris, Inc. (Harris 2001) and available on the 
Authority's website. 

The Authority and the FRA’s prior program EIR/EIS documents (see Section 1.5, Tiering 
of Program EIR/EIS Documents) selected the BNSF Railway route as the preferred 
alternative for the Central Valley HST between Fresno and Bakersfield in the 2005 
Statewide Program EIR/EIS decision document (Authority and FRA 2005). Therefore, 
the Project EIR/EIS for the Fresno to Bakersfield Section focuses on alternative 
alignments along the general BNSF Railway corridor. 

As discussed in Section 2.3.1 of the EIR/EIS, the Authority implemented an alternatives 
analysis process to identify the full range of reasonable alternatives for the project, as 
required under 14 CCR 15126.6 and 40 CFR 1502.15(a). This range of alternatives was 
analyzed in the EIR/EIS and appropriately evaluates alternative alignments within the 
BNSF corridor. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1049 (Leslie Robison, October 13, 2011) 


1049-1 


I049-2 


Bakerafield City Council CJty Council^bakersfloldclly.us 

I am a I'ealdent In the Bakei'ifield area and I am writing to you to inform you of some of the many 
Goncorn? that I have about the High Speed Rail project as It Is planned InclMding: 

I oppose the H.S.R, Authority Ignoring our community lt;iidi;r'$ reasonable recommendations during the 
pianr^lng of the project and I oppose the Authority not giving adequate consideration to many 
recommendations that would mitigate numerous negative impacts that the project as planned will 
cause my community, 

I oppose the Authority's plan to destroy an unacceptable Amount of Bakersfield City and surrounding 
area's Infrastructure, hcimes, churches, businesses and schools by the Authority's plan to run the Rail 
project directly through the middle of our long established city Our city corporation yard is affected. 
Our pPliCE garage Is affected, Our oldest Bakersfield landmark ■ Rakersfield High School Is affected, Our 
RobohanK CMc center Is affected- Our Mercy Hospital Is affected. I ask "is this any way to run a 
railroad?" 

The Authority does not have to destroy so much of our community. The authority could easily locate the 
mil alignment and station location somewhere outsido the established Bakersfield community. 
Relocation of the station and rails outside our established nelghbOi'hcpods would eliminate most If not all 
of the negative impacts that the Authority's current alignment plans will cause. As planned the project 
will destroy over Z3D homes In ogr relatively small community. It will displace at least 700 residents, It 
will destroy between llO and 3,80 hiisinesses affecting between BOO and 1350 Jobs and It will destroy 
between 7 and S churches all id Aur community. I believe that the religious freedoms that we are 
guaranteed by the Constitution of the United States will be violated by such unnecessary government 
heavy handedness These are an unacCrptablc number of negative impacts caused to our Bakersfield 
community by the Authority's poor planning. This is to say nothing of the Tan revenue, both sales tax and 
property taxes lost- The Jobs that are to be lost will only put more burdens on the City to try to find 
mearilngful jobs for these newly displaced workers, 

I currently oppose the projett as planned due to the Insufficient amount of funds that are avalinhie to 
effectively begin construction of the project and I currently oppose the project because the amount of 
funds that will be necessary to complete the project have been grossly underestimated as haj been 
verified by numerous Economists and groups with expertise in this area. There Is no way the Auihprity 
can build, maintain, and operate the system with the funding currently available to them- The 
Authority's plan that rldershlp will pay for the ongoing cost of operations seems totally out of line with 
reality again, ns does their plan for the source of future funding, which Is undetermined, 

I hope you will agree with me that the lack of fore thought by the Authority only adds a severe burde n 
to our City and many of Its resldonts- I ask that you oppose the Authority's current EIR/ElS and send 
them back to the drawing board, as many of the other cities along their route have already done, 1 
personally feel a vote of "No Confidence" is In order Ipr this issue. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

Leslie (Les) Robison 
7313 Live Oak Way 
Bakersfield, CA 93308 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1049 (Leslie Robison, October 13, 2011) 


1049-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-05, FB-Response-GENERAL-02. 

See Section 5.1.2 in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report, and the 
Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12, Impacts SO #5 and SO #14, 
for information on project job creation during construction and operation. See Volume I, 
Section 3.12, Impact SO #3, Impact SO #4, and Impact SO #13, for effects on property 
and sales tax revenues. 

Please refer to Mitigation Measure SO-4: Implement measures to reduce impacts 
associated with the relocation of important facilities. These measures will apply to 
schools, churches, city and county property, as well as other important facilities. The 
Authority will consult with these respective parties before land acquisition to assess 
potential opportunities to reconfigure land use and buildings and/or relocate affected 
facilities, as necessary, to minimize the disruption of facility activities and services, and 
also to ensure relocation that allows the community currently served to continue to 
access these services.This mitigation measure will be effective in minimizing the 
impacts of the project by completing new facilities before necessary relocations, and by 
involving affected facilities in the process of identifying new locations for their 
operations. 

See Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #5 (Temporary Construction Employment), for 
information on the number of construction jobs created as a result of the project; the 
ability of the existing regional labor force to fill the demand for the direct construction 
jobs; and the resulting indirect and induced jobs. Impact SO #14 (Employment Growth), 
details the long-term jobs created to operate and maintain the project in the region, as 
well as the jobs created as a result of the improved connectivity of the region to the rest 
of the state. The total number of new jobs created is estimated to be a 3.2% increase in 
total employment above the 2035 estimate of 1.4 million total jobs in the region under 
the No Project Alternative (Cambridge Systematics 2010). 

I049-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-17. 


I049-2 

funding. CEQA includes no such rule, and courts cannot impose procedural or 
substantive requirements beyond those explicitly stated in the statute or Guidelines 
(Pub. Res. Code § 21083.1). Such a rule would force lead agencies to re-define their 
projects every time funding changes, which would result in direct conflict with the "rule of 
reason" that governs EIRs {Laurel Heights Improvement Assn. v. UC Regents [1988] 47 
Ca1.3d 376, 406-407). 

Chapter 7 of the Revised 2012 Business Plan (Authority 2012a) provides an analysis of 
the operating costs of the project. This submission provides no evidence that this 
analysis is incorrect. 


This comment assumes that a lead agency must define its project based on available 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1050 (Andrej Romanenko, September 12, 2011) 


1050-1 I 
I050-2 
I050-3' 
I050-4I 


I Fresno - Bakersfield (May 2011 - July 2012) - RECORD #189 DETAIL 


Status : 

Action Pending 

Record Date : 

9/12/2011 

Response Requested : 


Affiliation Type : 

Individual 

Interest As : 

Individual 

Submission Date : 

9/12/2011 

Submission Method : 

Website 

First Name : 

Andrej 

Last Name : 

Romanenko 

Professional Title : 


Business/Organization : 


Address : 


Apt./Suite No. : 


City : 


State : 

CA 

Zip Code : 

93675 

Telephone : 


Email : 

alexejroma@yahoo.com 

Cell Phone : 


EIR/EIS Comment: 

Yes 

Stakeholder Comments/Issues : 

: Multi part question: 


How many acres of existing farm land will become unusable? 

How many canals or irrigation ditches will be cut or required to be moved? 
How many Ag jobs will be lost due to farm land lose? 

Will any of the line be powered by integral solar power? 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1050 (Andrej Romanenko, September 12, 2011) 


1050-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04. 

See Volume I, Section 3.14, Impact AG#4 for information on how many acres of 
farmland will be affected by the HST project. 

1050-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-04, FB-Response-GENERAL-05. 

Table 3.6-15 in Section 3.6 of the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS shows the number 
of irrigation canals that could be affected by the proposed project under the alternative 
alignments. The Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS further states that canals may be 
bridged or placed in pipelines beneath the FIST right-of-way. Irrigation pipelines crossing 
the alignment would be buried to an appropriate depth to sustain the weight of the HST, 
and placed in protective casing so they could be accessed from outside the HST right- 
of-way. 

As indicated in Section 3.12 of the EIR/EIS, the Authority recognizes that crossing 
agricultural land will impact farm operations, including the relocation of irrigation systems 
(including irrigation canals and ditches). A count of the number of canals and ditches 
that would need to be moved is not available; however, it will be a large number. 

Impacts on irrigation systems, resulting curative work, and/or potential ramifications will 
be addressed during the appraisal process, with consultation from experts in the 
hydraulic engineering and agriculture management fields. The timing of any restorative 
work or reconfigurations will be addressed at the acquisition stage and documented in 
the right-of-way contract. 

The Authority has adopted a policy that it will utilize up to 100% renewable energy for its 
power needs. That will include solar power. However, whether that will include any 
Authority-owned solar power generation facilities is not known at this time. The 
commenter has not defined the term "integral solar power." If it is intended to mean 
solar power that is integral to the trains themselves, the answer is no. There are no HST 
commercial trainsets that are self-powered by integral solar panels. The energy 
demands greatly exceed the available surface area on which to mount panels, 
particularly if they are to be amenable to 220-miles-per-hour speeds. 


I050-3 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-AG-01, FB-Response-AG-04. 

For information about the economic effects to agricultural land, see the Revised 
DEIR/Supplemental DEIS, Volume I, Section 3.12, Impact SO #16. 

The Authority's objective is to obtain 100% of the electrical power to operate the system 
from renewable sources. Most of that is expected to be renewable energy purchased 
from public or investor-owned utilities. The project design has not progressed to the 
level to be able to state how much, if any, solar power will be generated as part of the 
project. 

I050-4 

The train itself would not be powered by integral solar power. HST facilities, such 
as stations, maintenance facilities, or platform canopies, may have solar photovoltaic or 
solar thermal generation integrated into their structures. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1051 (J udy Romero, October 6, 2011) 


iCAUFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 




Comment Card 
Tarjeta do Commentorios 


Fresno tfl Bskerjfield Hlgh-Speeil Train SwUon La Swubn de Ir^a ti BokeisReW del Iren de AJlo 

Draft EnvifOfimenlql Impact Report/ Velwidod Proyeoto de Informs de lm|M^ -^biental/ 
Erwironmen(ol Impact Stotement fElR/EIS) Declaradon ds Impado Ambental (ElR/EIS) 

Pifhiit Hearings AadfennoJ Pubfrus 
September 3011 SeistiembredeUOM 

PiMse submit yoiir completed comment card at !he Pbf fovor entrsgua su tarjelo compldoda al final de la 
end of tfw mealingi, or moil to; reim ior, o ermelo per cofreo o h siguienle d iiecaon; 
fr^sna to Fokarifie/rf DEIH/HS Ctrmmsitt, 770 L Strwf, Swiie m, Sacramefita, CA 95814 


. , ^ , Extended commern period for 

p*™d« „83kersflddHigh-Spe.d 

2S, 2011. Comments must bo received < r r^e,afc\e 

pcKlmafi«d, on or before Septer Draft £ IR/EIS: 

August iS-October 13 

Name/Nombrei _ -----_- 


Id es del 15 -de Agosto al 28 
1. Los comantorioa tiensn quo ser 
■rite, o motasellodofi, el o ■anses 

y2011. 


Organiaotion/Orgonisocion; 
Addrasa/Domidlio; __ 




Phone Number/Hijmero de Teli^fono:.— 


City, Slote, ZipCode/Ciudod, Estado, Codigo Postal 


1' t . vxV ^ ^\t: I, -\ 






E-mail Address/Correo Electronieot- ■ r7 

rUsa oddilLonol □□□6S if ngedsd/Usor paginns a.£aciQriatfe ii « necesano) 


(Use oddilipnol pag6S if ngedsd/Uspr paginns OK 

V.>x Vli'^ 


necesano) 

* . \k \\ v L 




CL. vvV- 


\\ •■. iL ^ ^ ^ V- 


Vv\'.Iky.\S ^ 

'Wv-. . \ A Vw \ 

r\^ 


\Lv:<a V y - v 


^aa<a*-av Vv' 


\ A. SWAcyl . X..' 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1051 (J udy Romero, October 6, 2011) 


1051-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-10. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1052 (Mary & Dale Roper, October 5, 2011) 


CALIFORNIA 

High-Speed Rail Authority 


la-OS'llPOi .05 RCVD 


Comment Card 
Tarjeta de Commentarios 


Iresno to Bohoi^f ield Nigh-Speed Troin Seilion Lo 5e<tidn de firesno a Bakersield del lireii de AHa 

Draft Envi ran mentQ\ I impact Report/ Volodilad Proyeeto de Informe de Impqcto Ambieritai/ 
Environmental Impact Statement (EIR/EIS) Dec:lQraci6n de Impocto Ambtentol [EIR/EIS] 

PafaJiV ITeorfflgs AutSanini PufaifiaH 
Septemhei' iOt r Septfonuhne del 30n 

Pl^$e Submit your completed eonfimsnt card at tfw Por iovor enlregue su tarjeta compldada pI tinal de b 
ertd oi the mieeting, or mail to: leunior, o erwiela por correo a b siguiente diiecddn: 

fa Sakerstteid BCtJt/£IS 770 1 Jtreefy Sviito Sacitrfflonfov ^t4 


Ifie comment period is iiom Augus ® comment period for 

28, 201L Comments must be receive to Bakersfieid High-Speed 

poslmai4ied, on or bebre Sep Train Draft EiR/ElS: 

August 15 -October 13 


tario es del t S de Agoslo al 26 
DU, Lo$ caneeivtartos lienen qua ser 
mentex o inpti£it$ellado&, el o onies 
e del 201 r 






Name/Nombre; 

Oi^anisioEion/Orgonizaci^ri': _ 

Addiess/Oomidlio; I \ 


^ Vi5- \<Sn & ^J^- 


-C^ 




CZLc\ W ft 


y 


Ptvone Number/Numero de Telefono:,-^_U^ ^ 


City, Slate, Zip Code/Ctudod, Fslodo Ci^igo ^ ^\ ' 

E-mail Address/Correo Electrdnico:_ ^ __ 

(Use oddHionol poges it nMdiedi/Usor paginos odicionolej si es neoEMnojii 

- ^/^A\ VA \TVi ^ o\ ivMfrUg-^ 


Sl- -tUf- LhJ-SsaJtJr.. vi^ tVM Ce^ 

\k.^ Civ^O- _SA^\\ 

W ^/^a2y- otrJA^ 

( T^tL \VJg^u JfU _ 

LgjD~ 

^ ti>\\‘AkcA j^VafcCkaH fr\ck\k<^ fy ^a^T av 'ftyg- 

vs^tg:. ■ 

a _yi ;_ 

vA^\^5^ y f[i\ vAal _ 

_ Q^ap- ^ _ 

\aIvW>^ \Aa\ ytfv 0^-^ _ v^auJ ^ ^ 






/ 




Qv^q ciG\A^fW . Cc^y 


*) 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1052 (Mary & Dale Roper, October 5, 2011) 


1052-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-01, FB-Response-SO-02, FB- 
Response-N&V-05. 

For information on potential HST project impacts on property values, see Section 5.4.4.3 
in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report (Authority and FRA 2012g). 

The potential sound barrier mitigation for this area for operation noise from the project is 
listed in Section 3.4, Noise and Vibration, Tables 3.4-29, 3.4-31, and 3.4-32, and shown 
on Figure 3.4-19, Bakersfield area: Potential sound barrier sites. The specific type of 
mitigation will be selected during final design and before operations begin. 

I052-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07, FB-Response-GENERAL-16. 

The Authority will also use the information in the Revised DEIR/Supplemental DEIS and 
input from agencies and the public to identify the preferred alternative. Once the 
preferred alternative has been selected, the properties that will be affected can be 
identified. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1053 (Gary Rose, October 11, 2011) 


1053-1 


I Fresno - Bakersfield (May 2011 - July 2012) - RECORD #522 DET^ 

Status : Action Pending 

Record Date: 10/11/2011 

Response Requested : No 

Stakeholder Type : CA Resident 

Submission Date : 10/11/2011 

Submission Method : Website 

First Name : Gary 

Last Name : Rose 


Professionai Titie : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Teiephone : 

Emaii : 

Emaii Subscription : 

Ceii Phone : 

Add to Maiiing List: 
Stakehoider 
Comments/issues : 


1511 Norboe Ave. 


Corcoran 

CA 

93212 

559 992-4616 
grose(a)kings.k12.ca.us 
Fresno - Bakersfield 


Yes 

Ladies/Gentlemen: 

On a personal and environmental level, I protest the proposed alignment 
of the HSR through Corcoran because of excessive noise and the 
degradation and taking of our most valuable asset, our agricultural land 
that provides the main source of income for our community members. 
From the common sense economic standpoint, I wonder what part of 
"the Nation and the State are broke and we can't afford this" some folks 
just don't understand. If I can';t afford something, I just can't buy it no 
matter what theoretical advantages it may have for me in the future. 
Additionally, it will be expensive to ride and I will bet money (you're 
already making that mistake) that we'll NEVER have adequate ridership 
to pay for it. Therefore, here we go with yet another government- 
subsidized white elephant that we cannot afford!! USE YOUR HEAD! 


Thank you. 


Gary Rose 

1511 Norboe Ave. 

Corcoran, CA 

EIR/EIS Comment : Yes 

Affiliation Type : Individual 

Officiai Comment Period : Yes 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1053 (Gary Rose, October 11, 2011) 


1053-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-14. 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1054 (Curt Rowe, October 13, 2011) 


1054-1 


I054-2 


I Fresno - Bakersfield (May 2011 - July 2012) - RECORD #733 DETAIL 


Status : 

Record Date : 

Response Requested : 
Affiliation Type : 

Interest As : 

Submission Date : 

Submission Method : 

First Name : 

Last Name : 

Professional Title : 
Business/Organization : 
Address : 

Apt./Suite No. : 

City : 

State : 

Zip Code : 

Telephone : 

Email : 

Cell Phone : 

EIR/EIS Comment: 

Stakeholder Comments/Issues : 


Action Pending 

10/13/2011 

No 

Individual 

Individual 

10/13/2011 

Website 

Curt 

Rowe 


Corcoran 

CA 

93212 

crowe@jgboswell.com 

Yes 

The two routes that pass through Corcoran do a great deal of damage to our 
small community. The at-grade route interrupts existing businesses and 
creates ugly over passes that would be a scar on our town. The elevated 
option puts the high speed train on an ugly platform creating noise issues that 
will bother everyone in town. 


These options will do economic damage to the residents of our town and will 
lower the values of an already economically depressed town. When the value 
of my house falls because you chose one of these routes I will be seeking 
reimbursement from the members of the high speed rail authority. Just letting 
you know in advance!! 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1054 (Curt Rowe, October 13, 2011) 


1054-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-03, FB-Response-N&V-03, FB- 
Response-N&V-05, FB-Response-AVR-02, and FB-Response-AVR-03, FB-Response- 
SO-01, FB-Response-SO-02. 

In addition, owners who believe they have suffered a loss of property value as a result of 
the project may file a claim with the State of California's Government Claims Board. 

More information about that claims process may be obtained online at 
www.vcgcb.ca.gov/claims. In general, anyone who wishes to file a lawsuit against the 
State or its employees for damages must first pursue an administrative remedy through 
the Government Claims Program. 

1054-2 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-SO-02. 

For information on potential FIST project impacts on property values, see Section 5.4.4.3 
in the Community Impact Assessment Technical Report (Authority and FRA 2012g). 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Submission 1055 (Tracy Ryan, October 7, 2011) 






of DinecLoFs 

Catifomia High Speed Rail Aimhoriiy 
770 L Streci. Suiic SOO 
Sacramenio, C A 5^5314 

Re: Request for EMicnsion of EIR/LIS Comment Period - l-resnci tp Bakersfield Scciion 

Dear Chairmpn and Mcmhera of the Board: 

We support ihc rcqueijl of i.G, Boswell Company, dated Scpiember 8. 201L for an 
ei^itensioEi of time lo review the EIR^EIS documents of at least ISO days. 


Signed: 


11^0 




[Mamej 


(Organization] 

773/// 

Dale 
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California High-Speed Train Project EIFVEIS 
Fresno to Bakersfield Section 


Vol. IV Response to Connnnents fronn I ndividuals Last Nanne N-R 


Response to Submission 1055 (Tracy Ryan, October 7, 2011) 


1055-1 

Refer to Standard Response FB-Response-GENERAL-07. 
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